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Draft — For discussion only

External benchmarks will inform report card

Project design and approach supporting slides:
Analysis and benchmarking

development throughout first two phases of project

Benchmarking plan

States

7#7%. SOUTH CAROLINA
y %) ) STATE DEPARTMENT
E ¥ OF EDUCATION

<

oW

Improving
Academic
Achievement

Education First

NC SCHOOL
" REPORT CARDS

Cities

Education

| cps
SCHOOLS

Californiaceparment =t

EDUCATION

Note: Benchmark states/ cities selected based on previous BCG experience and committees' interests; will build broader set of benchmarks to ensure comprehensiveness.
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Independent

€] (4
School
District

Development

Benchmark broad set of state/ city
report cards to understand:

What are the categories?
What are the metrics?
What is performance compared
against? (district, state, peer schools,
district or school-specific goals, etc)
Is there a school score
communicated? If yes, how?

—If not, how is holistic performance

communicated?

What are the differences/ similarities
between school and district report
cards?

How dynamic is the report card?
How accessible is the report card?

THE BosToN CONSULTING GROUP

Refinement and
validation

Deep-dive on * N/A

specific state/city
report cards to:

« Compare
calculation
rubric options

« Compare key
design choices

Leverage report
card language to

gather
communication/
messaging

preferences in
focus groups with
teachers,
principals,
parents

Legislation
preparation
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http://ed.sc.gov/
http://schools.nyc.gov/
http://www.ncreportcards.org/src/
http://www.mass.gov/
http://www.cde.state.co.us/index_home.htm
http://www.dpsk12.org/
http://www.cde.ca.gov/

Draft — For discussion only  Project design and approach supporting slides:

A collaborative approach to be followed Stakeholder engagement
over next six months to develop the report cards

Stakeholder engagement plan

Refinement and Legislation
Development e :
validation preparation

m == * Input from representative members in the * Input from * Input from
Rwwa Awwa™ Advisory and Steering Committee representative representative
Teachers Principals/ members in the members in the
Schools . 1.1 or small group discussions with Advisory Advisory and Steering Advisory and
and Steering Committee members Committee Steering Committee

[
§ A f
h\\X‘. z ol YN - Focus groups with

Students  Parents parents, teachers,
[ ] principals

T

« Survey of parents,

District /State Leadership teachers and principals
* Input from representative members in the * Presentation and * Web conference and
Advisory and Steering Committee feedback gathering on final round of inputs
near final version in before legislation
« 1-1 or small group discussions with some July session of P-20
P-20 council members, as needed and council
feasible

P-20 Council

11325 ISBE reportcard Leadership Team Mtg 1 VSENT.pptx TuE BostoN CONSULTING GROUP 3
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Draft — For discussion only  Project design and approach supporting slides:

Team governance structure established for

decision-making and broad involvement of key stakeholders

Governance structure

« Overall leadership on project P-20 Council

* Provide strategic and tactical Steering committee
direction; take key decisions
« Overall responsibility for BCG Max McGeel Marin Gjaja
support Darren Reisberg Nneka Rimmer
* Remove roadblocks Robin Steans! Michelle Russell
Larry Frank
Dan Harris

Michael Jacoby
Melissa Mitchell
Amy Nowell
Kathy Ryg
Harvey Smith
Deb Strauss
Rich Voltz

+ Control progress and results
* Synthesize findings Ben Boer! (Advance IL) Shalini Unnikrishnan
+ Conduct data gathering and analysis Dan Brown! (ISBE) Colleen Donovan?

« Conduct interviews and focus groups Steve Pearson (Advance IL)
with key stakeholders
* Identify and raise roadblocks

1. Leadership team members. 2. Composition of team may vary over time; 3. P-20 Family & Community Outreach; 4. P-20 Early Learning Rep; 5. P20

Business Leader
11325 ISBE reportcard Leadership Team Mtg 1 VSENT.pptx TuE BostoN CONSULTING GROUP

Advisory committee

IEA/CEC

IFT

IPA

LUDA

Voices?

PTA

Fed. Of Cmty Schools
IASA

IASB

IASBO

ISAC

IBHE

IBHE

ICCB

Early Learning Council*
Civic Committee
Boeing®

IBRT

IIRC

P-20 University Leader
ISBE

Advance lllinois

CPS

CTU

Stand for Children
IMSA/P20 Council
ROE 20

ROE

Ed-Red

LEND/SCOPE

Illinois Resource Center
P20 Council
Legislative Staff
TARGET AreaDevCorp
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Draft — For discussion only

Governance groups to be engaged for

decision making routinely

Project design and approach supporting slides:
Governance meetings

Steering
Committee

Advisory
Committee

For
discussion

Decisions
sought
from
Steering
Committee

Refinement and Legislation
Development e :
validation preparation

April

April 4

April 8

Vision,
approach,
workplan,
preliminary
view on
categories of
metrics

Agreement on
work plan,
approach

Categories of
metrics

We are here

May

June

July

August

Sept

Oct

2nd week -to
be scheduled

Alpha
version of
report card
with metrics

Prioritization
of metrics

P-20 Council
meeting
(April 27)

11325 ISBE reportcard Leadership Team Mtg 1 vSENT.pptx

To be scheduled every 2-3 weeks

Iterations on
alpha version

Refined
version of
metrics and
calculation
rubrics

Agreement
on report
card version
to be tested
in focus
groups

THE BosToN CONSULTING GROUP

2nd week-to
be scheduled

Beta version
of report card
including
input from
focus groups
and surveys

4th week -to
be scheduled

Legislation
version of
report card
for review

Agreement Report card
onversionto ' and
be shared calculation
with P-20 rubrics
council finalized
P-20 Council ISBE
meeting meeting
(July 20)

Preparation of legislation

Implementation plan

P-20 Council
meeting

(Aug 18) (suggested

webinar)

Legislature

Copyright © 2011 by The Boston Consulting Group, Inc. All rights reserved.



Draft — For discussion only Guiding questions' link to ISBE goals

Guiding questions consistent with ISBE goals

Guiding questions

1 Are students achieving quality

outcomes?
ISBE GOALS
. 2
2 Are students making progress - Every student will demonstrate academic achievement
toward quality outcomes? 2 1

and be prepared for success after high school

g 4
- E tudent will b ted by highl d and
3 Is the school/ district climate Very student witbe supported by highty prepared an

2
conducive to enabling quality effective teachers and school leaders
outcomes and progress? 3
 Every school will offer a safe and healthy learning

environment for all students
@ |s the school/ district
resourced to enable quality
outcomes and progress?

Source: ISBE progress report June 2010; P-20 first annual report (Feb 2011).
11325 ISBE reportcard Leadership Team Mtg 1 VSENT.pptx THE BosToN CONSULTING GROUP 6
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Draft — For discussion only Advisory Committee 1st meeting notes

In first meeting, Advisory Committee reviewed report card
vision and 4 objectives ()

"Provide information that can be used by parents, teachers, policymakers,
taxpayers, researchers, and students to make changes at a local level to improve
teaching and learning"

=

Develop a list of indicators to add, remove, or amend

2.  Recommend methodology to calculate new or complicated measures

4 objectives

3. Craft guidelines for communication and release of report card each year

4. Make design suggestions to make the report more user-friendly

Source: lllinois P-20 Council Advisory Committee on School Report Card 2/15/2011 meeting minutes.
11325 ISBE reportcard Leadership Team Mtg 1 VSENT.pptx TuE BostoN CONSULTING GROUP 7
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Draft — For discussion only Advisory Committee 1st meeting notes

Advisory Committee discussed key report card design
considerations (ll)

Design considerations

Lav-out + 1-2 page summary at front, aimed at parents, with more extensive back section
y « Explain what numbers mean and what they should/ should not be used for
« Display numbers as 'below," 'at,’ ‘above' grade level
Data » Use average scale scores with a confidence interval and caveat about test score reliability

» Show growth over years instead of meets/ exceeds
+ Determine whether data can be organized to 'tell a story' about persistence in the school (e.g. via
graduation rates of elementary, middle school alumni

communication

* Use internally consistent measures to track year to year change

Data sources * Share local measures and ISAT scores

Include comparisons to similar schools, regions so best practices and ideas can be exchanged

Comparisons Online version of report to facilitate comparisons?

1. Need to think through whether/ how to coordinate with the lllinois Interactive Report Card.
Source: lllinois P-20 Council Advisory Committee on School Report Card 2/15/2011 meeting minutes.

11325 ISBE reportcard Leadership Team Mtg 1 VSENT.pptx TuE BostoN CONSULTING GROUP 8
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Draft — For discussion only Advisory Committee 1st meeting notes

Advisory Committee discussed potential metric changes and
additions —in context of current IL Report Card categories (lll)

Metric changes and additions

+ Graduation rates? » AP taking/ passing rate
* College readiness » B/ dual credit taking rate
. » Post-secondary matriculation rates + ACT performance (average; % who earn ‘college ready score’)
AC ad emic » Post-secondary remediation rates *  NAEP performance
+ Student growth *  WorkKeys performance
p erfo rmance + Kindergarten readiness » College-ready course completion (students who took x years of
*  Freshman on-track rate math, sci, etc)
« High school readiness (e.g. 8th graders taking/ passing Algebral) < Course-taking info related to test performance (e.g. % who took
» Graduation rates of elementary, middle school alumni Algebra Il before ACT)

» Average class size (instead of pupil: teacher ratio)
+  Staff by type

Instructional +  Teachers by certification level

. » Teacher evaluation metric breakdown

settin g + Teacher attendance

* Teacher turnover

» Instructional time dedicated to core subjects

- Mobility
Student + Attendance (not truancy)
information © Demographics

* Enrollment

. . .  Per pupil instructional expenditure?
District finances e pupil operational expenditure?

« Parent involvement & parent survey?
Ad d Itl ons « School safety, climate, & learning conditions 3
* Narrative of school improvement plans

1. Using new federally approved measure. 2.Discussed potential for other finance-related items to be placed not on "one pager," but in full report: EAV per pupil over time; school tax rate over
time; education fund spending broken down by administration, instructional delivery, etc; average teacher and administrator salary/benefits; special education spending, revenue by source,
breakdown of General State Aid; interest in reporting other school expenditures as 3 yr averages to account for capital spending hikes; interest in relating staffing changes to enrollment

changes. 3. Did not discuss in depth.
11325gISBE rep(l)rtcard Lleaduershlip Tegm Mtg 1 VSENT.pptx TuE BostoN CONSULTING GROUP 9
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Draft — For discussion only Preliminary metric benchmarking

Report card cateqories
* Report card metrics

Preliminary metric benchmarking — states ()

Guiding ? Colorado Florida Maryland
Post-secondary/ workforce readiness  N/A Graduation
» Graduation rate + Adjusted cohort graduation rate! , dropout rate
« Dropout rate » Post-secondary decisions
Post-secondary/ workforce readiness  School report card Assessments
* Colorado ACT composite * % students at/ above grade level (math/ reading) * % students proficient or advanced on state tests
Academic achievement (by subject) * % students making a year of progress (math/ reading) (Algebra, English, Science)
* % proficient /advanced on state tests * % struggling students making year of progress (math/ » HS Assessment test participation and
Academic growth/ gaps (by subject) reading) performance — by grade and subject
* Median growth percentile * % of students meeting state standards — writing, science » AP performance / SAT performance
» Median adequate growth percentile * 9% of 11th/12th graders passing FCAT math/ rdg. retake Adequate yearly progress
* Median adequate growth School efficiency indicator » Attendance and graduation rate — met/not
» Growth metrics above by subgroup » Learning gains (low, medium, high) * % proficient for math, reading by subgroup
AYP status Graduation
» Did the school make AYP?, % of criteria met * Promotion rate by grade

* % proficient for math and reading by subgroup

NCLB status

» Whether student subgroups need improvement in reading,
math, writing

reserved.

School efficiency indicator
» Per pupil expenditure (low, medium, high)

N/A School grades School overview
* 9% free and reduced lunch » Attendance rate
* Minority rate » Teacher qualifications: % by certificate type;

% classes not taught by highly qualified teachers
Demographics
» Enroliment and attendance rate by subgroup
» Student mobility by subgroup

Plan type

» Assigned plan and summary ratings by
performance indicator

Test participation

* % students tested by subject, ACT

1. 3-year, d-year, S-year. e
Note: Based on HS report card "one pagers" or equivalents.
11325 ISBE reportcard Leadership Team Mtg 1 VSENT.pptx THE BosToN CONSULTING GROUP 10




Preliminary metric benchmarking — states (ll)

Draft — For discussion only

Preliminary metric benchmarking

Report card cateqories
* Report card metrics

Guiding ?

North Carolina

Ohio

South Carolina

=z

/A

* % students scoring at/ above grade level on
ABCs end-of-grade tests (subject,
subgroup)

« 3 yr trend of % students scoring at/ above
grade level on ABCs end-of-grade tests

High student performance

» Growth (learning achieved in 1 yr) — high,
expected, expected not met

High student performance

* AYP status, number of targets met

* # acts of crime/ violence per 100 students?

 # students per internet-connected computer

State indicators
» Graduation rate (overall, by subgroup)

State indicators (by subject/ grade)

* 9% students proficient / adv. on state tests
« State test performance over time
Performance index calculation

* % students in performance levels
Value-added measure

» Score (above, met, below)

Adequate yearly progress

» Attendance and graduation rate — met/not
* 9% proficient in math/ reading by subgroup
* AYP determination by subgroup

State/ federally required info

Student performance
+ On-time graduation — #of students; #of diplomas; rate

School profile — students
+ Dropout rate

Student performance
* HS Assessment program exam passage rate (by number

of subtests and by spring 2010)

* NAEP performance (8th grade) — for SC and nation

» End-of-course tests: % of students scoring >=70 on 4
tests

School performance

* AYP status

* NCLB improvement status

Evaluation results (teachers, students, parents)
* 9% satisfied with learning environment

+ 9% satisfied with social and physical environment
* % satisfied with school-home relations

School profile

School profile — students?

* Enrollment * % students in each performance level by < Enrollment, retention rate, attendance rate
* Average class size subgroup * Eligible for gifted and talented
+ Attendance * Enrollment + With disabilities other than speech

Quality teachers/ administrators

* % teachers with full licenses, adv. degrees

* # school staff w/ National Board
Certification

* % of classes taught by HQ teachers

» Years of teaching experience

« Teacher turnover rate

» School designation based on performance
and growth (learning achieved in 1 yr)

» Student demographics

* 9% teachers with at least a Bachelor's/
Master's Degree

* 9% core academic subject classes by
various certificate types

School's designation
» Combination of 4 measures (state

indicators, performance index, AYP,
value-added)

School profile — teachers?

» Teachers with advanced degrees

» Teachers with emergency/ provisional credentials
School profile — school?

 Principal's years at school

+ Student-teacher ratio

* % of AYP objectives met

School performance
+ Absolute rating; Growth rating

» Palmetto Gold and Silver award
» Absolute ratings of schools with students like ours

High student performance

Safe, orderly, caring schools

Mtinm Cvatin lna Al Finhte racaniad

I ThA Dactan Canc

High student performance

1. Reported. 2. Only a subset of metrics — see additional metrics in supporting slides.
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Draft — For discussion only Preliminary metric benchmarking

Report card cateqories
* Report card metrics

Preliminary metric benchmarking — cities (I)

Guiding ? Chicago Dallas Denver
Student outcomes Student achievement Post-secondary readiness growth3
* % Freshman graduates w/in 5 yrs, 1 yr dropout rate * % graduates enrolled in post-secondary education
* % graduates enrolled in college On track Post-secondary readiness status?
* % graduates not attending college employed * % students graduate in four years
School performance detail Student achievement Student progress over time —

* % of students meeting/ exceeding state standards (by < % students who met min standard (by subject) growth?
subject) * % students with commended perform. (by subject)
Academic progress * % graduates who have taken either SAT/ ACT Student achievement level —
* % students meet/ exceed PSAE state standards * % examinees with college-ready SAT/ACT score status?®
* % students exceeding PSAE state standards * % students who took AP test, scoring 3, 4, 5
* % students making expected gains * % students completing at least 1 TEA advanced or dual-
* 9% students enrolled in AP classes enrollment course
* % students scoring 3+ on AP exams * % district's advanced curriculum offered
» Average ACT score Student growth
* % students scoring 20 or higher on ACT * % students who made expected gains
* % freshman on-track to graduate * School effectiveness index?
On track
* 9% freshman on track for graduation
Student connection / Parent engagement Learning environment Student engagement
+ Survey response rates to statements? + Parent/ student survey response rates to statements?  Satisfaction
Parent satisfaction
Student connection School overview Student engagement
* Average daily attendance rate * Enrollment/ demographics » Attendance rate
» Overview (narrative); feeder schools; awards; after/ » Center-based program offerings
before school programs; partnerships - Engagement centers
On track Re-enrollment
* % students present at least 90% of time Demographics
Teachers
» Teacher attendance rate; % retained from previous yr.
School performance summary School overview SPF rating / accreditation
= Overall 2010 performance; improvement over time = Accountability rating - Based on category sub-scores

School performance rating
» Performance rating (excellent, good, low academic)

 Status (not on probation, on probation, N/A)

1. See supporting slides for statements. 2. Measure of school proficiency, which isolates impact teachers have on student achievement, controlling for social and demographic factors. 3. Summary
reports % of points earned and stoplight indicator for each category; detailed report includes % of points earned by metric (see sample scorecard).

N I8 BRI 2D TP SR, 208 PRAS S\ L ehhrelents. THE BosToN CONSULTING GROUP 12
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Draft — For discussion only

Preliminary metric benchmarking — cities (ll)

Preliminary metric benchmarking

Report card cateqories
* Report card metrics

Guiding ?

Seattle

Los Angeles

New York City

Academic growth & student outcomes

* % students graduating in <=4 yrs, <=6 yrs

* % grads prepared for 4 yr college

* % grads enrolling in higher education w/in 1 yr
* % students with advanced career prep

Readiness
* % 9th graders graduating in 4 yrs

Student performance
» Graduation rate (4 yr/ 6 yr)
* Weighted diploma rate (4 yr / 6 yr)

Academic growth & student outcomes

* % 10th graders proficient on state tests (by subject)
* % 10th gr. making gains on state tests (by subject)
* % proficient on state tests by subgroup (by subject)
* % grads taking AP/IB course during high school

* % test-takers passing AP/IB test during high school
« First-time/ repeat 9th graders earning suff. credit

* % students taking SAT/ ACT tests

* % students scoring above average on SAT/ ACT
Accountability & School performance

» AYP status, % of AYP criteria met

Progress
* % students scoring proficient/ adv.on state tests

* % students passing state exit exam in 10th grade

» Academic growth over time

* % students who took SAT/ ACT

* 9% students scoring >=1400 on SAT, 19 on ACT

Readiness

* 9% 9th graders still working toward diploma

Student groups

* % students scoring proficient/ advanced on state
tests by subgroup (ELA, math)

* % English learners scoring proficient on CELDT/
ELA state test, passing ELA classes w/ "C"+

Learn more — AYP status

+ AYP status, # of AYP criteria met, PI status

Closing achievement gap credits

« Exemplary proficiency gains by subgroup

Student progress

» Weighted regents pass rate (by subject)

* % students earning 10+ credits in 1st/
2nd/ 3rd yr

* % students in school's lowest 1/3 earning
10+ credits in 1st/ 2nd/ 3rd yr

Grade

* AYP status

vinhte racAaniad

Student/ family/ staff climate & engagement
* Survey response rate to statements?
School demographics (% by subgroup)

School profile
» Budget report

Student climate & engagement

+ Students with <10 absences per yr

School profile

+ Student enrollment, number of teachers/ other staff

» Average class size, daily attendance

+ Mission statement, goals, description, plan to
achieve goals

Accountability and school performance
+ Seattle Public Schools segmentation level

1. See supporting slides for statements.
Note: Based on HS report card "one pagers” or equivalents.

Tir BostoN-CoNSULTING GROUP

Learning environment
» Student/ parent survey response rate to
statements?!

Learning environment

* 9% students suspended 1 or more times

* % teachers at school for at least 3 yrs

* % staff/ students with 96% or higher attendance
* % courses taught by NCLB HQ teacher

Learn more

+ Enrollment, demographics

Progress
* APl score

School environment (survey responses)
» Acad. expectations; Communications;
Engagement; Safety and respect

School environment
» Attendance

Grade

* School grade and 'what grade means'
+ Category-specific grade summary

* Peerindex

dtin~ ChAaiia lna Al

Farmwinht A 9011 oy Tha Dactan Canks




Draft — For discussion only Preliminary metric benchmarking

Preliminary metric benchmarking Repor card catedories
Metrics continued, when applicable (I)

Guiding ? South Carolina Chicago Dallas
Student connection (survey responses) Learning environment - parents
+ Students reporting: + Parent response rate
—Participation in extracurricular activities + Parents are satisfied with quality of education
—Adequate/excellent levels of safety » Parents believe school has welcoming environment
—Adequate/excellent levels of acad. rigor » School informs parents about child's grades and learning
—Adequate or excellent levels of support process throughout yr
from teachers and staff at school » Schools responds to concerns in timely manner
—Adequate or excellent levels of social- Learning environment - students
emotional learning among peers + Student response rate
Parent engagement (survey responses) + Students feel safe when on campus
« Parents reporting satisfaction with: + Students given homework from teachers
—School  Students feel challenged with coursework
—Opportunity for involvement at school + Students believe courses are relevant to future

» Students encouraged to use what they learn in daily life
+ Students participate in sports/ athletics
+ Students participate in arts, music clubs, student council

School profile - school
* $ spent per pupil
* % of expenditures for instruction/ salaries

School profile - students

* Older than usual for grade

» Out-of-school suspensions

« Enrollment/success in AP/IB

« Eligible for LIFE scholarship

« Career/ Tech: enrollment; tech skill attainment
* SACS accreditation

School profile - teachers

» Teachers attendance, returning from prev yr

» Average teacher salary

» Classes not taught by HQ teachers

» Professional development days

School profile - school

* Prime instructional time

* Opportunities in the arts

» Parents attending conferences

* Character development program

 Principal & school improvement council report

Note: Based on HS feport card "0ne pagers™ o €qUIValEntS. = = Ty STy R T e
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Draft — For discussion only Preliminary metric benchmarking

Preliminary metric benchmarking Report card cateqories

. . . * Report card metrics
Metrics continued, when applicable (II)

Guiding ? Los Angeles Seattle

Readiness

* % graduates passing all A-G courses

* % students on track to pass all A-G req'ts

* % students moving 9th to 10th/ 10th to 11th grade
* % students taking at least 1 AP course

* % students in AP passing with "C" or better

* # unique AP subject courses offered

Learning environment - students (survey response rate) Student climate & engagement (survey response rate)

* What we are learning takes a lot of thinking + Students feeling positive about school environment

+ Adults at this school know my name + Students feeling positive about instructional quality

* My school is clean Family/staff climate & engagement (survey response rate)
« | feel safe on school grounds « Staff feeling positive about school leadership

+ Highest level of education students plan to complete « Families feeling positive about professional culture
Learning environment — parents (survey response rate) « Families feeling positive about family engagement

« | feel welcome to participate at school » Families satisfied with quality of school

* The school offers me opportunities to participate in councils,
parent organizations

« | talk with the teacher about my child's schoolwork

* My child is safe on school grounds

Learning environment — staff (survey response rate)

« | get the help | need to communicate with parents

* | am proud of this school

* My school is clean

« | feel safe on school grounds

Note: Based on HS report card "one pagers" or equivalents.
11325 ISBE reportcard Leadership Team Mtg 1 VSENT.pptx THE BosToN CONSULTING GROUP 15
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lllinois Report Card (1 of 4)

Draft — For discussion only

Students, instructional setting, school district finances

Current IL school evaluation vehicles

Report card

RACIALETHNIC BACKGROUND AND OTHER INFORMATION

X Parcent High
Asian! Multi | Percent  Limited- Sch.  Chronic
Pacific ~ Mative  racial | |ow-  English- Percent Dropout Truancy Mobility Attsndancs|  Total
Whits Black Hispanic Islander American [Ethnic | Incoms Proficient  IEP Rats  Rate Rate Rats Enrollment
School | B32| 257 28 EL 0z 22| 0 03| 104 03 20| 218 " 1,509
District | 506| 373 18 13 03 a1| 655 0z| 184 20 22| 269 920 14,543
State s28| 133 211 42 0z 29| 432 75 13.4 38 6| 130 9349 2,064,312

Low-income students come from families receiving pubiic aid; ive in

instittions for neglected or delinquent chidren; are supported in foster homes

Limited-English-proficient students are those students eligible for transiional blingual programs.

Mobility rate is based on the number of Smes students enrcll in or leave 3 school duwing the school year.

Chronic truants are students who are absent from school without valid cause for 18 or more of the last 180

with public funds; or are elgible to receive free of red ice lunches.
|EP Students are those students eligiie %o receive special education senvices.  school days.
INSTRUCTIONAL SETTING
PARENTAL CONTACT" STUDENT-TO-STAFF RATIOS
Pupil- Pupil- Pupil-
Teachsr Teacher Gertified Pupil-
Parcent Elementary Secondary Gtaff Adminiatrator
School 960 - - - -
District 935 157 174 113 1293
State 96.2 182 182 133 2038

* Parental contact includes parent-teacher confierences, parental visits % schoal, schoal visits to home, telephone conversations, and writien comespondence.

AVERAGE CLASS SIZE (as of the first schoal day in May]

Grades K 1 2 3 4 5 [ 7 8 §-12
School 233
District 152
State 197

TEACHER INFORMATION [Full-Time Equivalents]
Asian/
Pacific Native Total
White Black Hispanic lslander  American Mals Female Mumber
District 0.5 82 o7 05 o 187 813 1,105
State B5.2 a1 5.2 14 02 230 770 132,502
TEACHER INFORMATION [ Confinued )
% of % of % of % of
Average Teachers Teachers |Teachers with| Classas Not
Taaching with i Emergency or|  Taught by
Experisnce | Bachelor's Master's Provisional | Highly Qualified
(Yeara) Diegress & Abova Gredentials Teachers
School - - - oo 00
District 124 542 457 05 13
State 127 422 574 0.5 07

Some teacherfadminiairator data are not collectsd at the school level.

SCHOOL DISTRICT FINANCES

TEACHER/ADMINISTRATOR SALARIES (Ful-Timz £

Salaries and counts of

staff are summed

11325 ISBE reportcard Leadership Team Mtg 1 vSENT.pptx

5200,000 across a district based on the percentage of
time that each individual is employed as a
$160,000 teacher or an administrator and may or may
520,000 npt _reﬁecl the actual paid salaries for the
district.
$80,000
O vistriet
e W state
0
Average Teacher Salary Average Administrator Saiary
EXPENDITURE BY FUNCTION 20:08-09 [Percentages)
&0.0
s0.0 o1 B
40.0 — i
322 O pistrict
300 —
W state
20.0 —! 185 |
10.0 —— 13
3.2
pol— L B
Irestruction (GEnsral Supparting Other
Administrasion Senices Expendiumnes
REVENUE BY 30URCE 2008-00 EXPENDITURE BY FUND 2008-00
District Diatrict % State % Disafrict Diatrict % |  State %
Local Property Taxes $B4 337,053 483 584 | [Education $137 666,846 B96
Operations & Maintenancs $13,264 752 Te
Other Local Funding §12994 741 T4 89 | | Tranaportation 58,080,035 EX:]
Debt Service 57,508 884 7o
General Stats Aid $24 160,375 138 145 | [Tort $4,857 912 12
Municipal Retirement/
Other State Funding $22.094 548 126 B3 Social Security §4,573.405 28 18
Fire Prevention & Safaty 51,722 046 1.0 0.8
Federal Funding $31,112,394 178 119 | | Site & Conatruction!
Capital Improvement $368,278 02 78
TOTAL §174,690,211 TOTAL $178,022 158
OTHER FINANCIAL INDICATORS
2007 Equalized 2007 Total School 2008-08 Instructional 2008-09 Operating
Asseased Valuation Tax Rate Expenditurs Expenditura
jpar Pupil per $100 par Pupil par Pupil
Diatrict $134,287 467 $6,215 $11.578
State i i 35,483 §11,197
* Due 1o the way |linoks school districts are configured, state averages for equalized assessed valuation per pupil and totl school X rate per $100 are not provided.
Equalized asseassd valuation includes all computed property values upon which 3 district's local tax rate is caiculated.
Total achool tax rate is a dis¥icts totl tax rate as it appeal B ills.
Instructional expenditure per pupdl includes the direct costs of teaching pupits or the imeraction betwsen teachers and pupits.
Operating expenditure per pupil includes the gross operating cost of a schoal district excluding summer school, adult education, band peincipal retined, and capital expenditures.
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lllinois Report Card (2 of 4)

Academic performance: ACTs, graduation, all state tests, PSAE, IAA

Current IL school evaluation vehicles
Report card

OVERALL STUDENT PERFORMANCE
ACADEMIC PERFORMANCE
These charts present the overall percentages of state test scores categorized as meeting or exceeding the Illinois Lean
ACT T- GRADUATING CLASS OF 2010 * Standards for your school, district, and the state. They respresent your school's performance in reading, mathematics,
The number and percent of students taking sclence.
380 the ACT are no longer reported since
azp wirtually every eleventh grade student fakes
. the ACT as part of the PSAE. OVERALL PERFORMANGE - ALL STATE TESTS
I i s T WS s e 9 ms
0.0 = * Includes graduating students' most recent
16.0 ACT Assessment scores from am ACT s
2o national test date or PSAE testing. Excludes
B the scores of siudents wha took the test with e —
a0 special accommodations. State averages for EE 56 543 5.5
oo ALCT data are based on regular public schools 2 il O 200809
. ) . ) . and do not incude private and specia
Composite Englizh Mathematics Reading Science purpase schaols. 43 W 200810
O senoe B oo B s oL
School Dis¥rict State
HIGH $CHOOL GRADUATION RATE
Gandsr Racs | Ethnicity Econo-
‘Asiand Mult Students | mically OVERALL PRAIRIE STATE ACHIEVEMENT EXAMINATION (PSAE) PERFORMANGE
Pacific | N3tVe | racial with Disad-
Al Male | Female| Whits | Black |Hispanic| |sfander [Ethnic | LEP Disabilitias | vantaged
100
School 930 876 g3 LX) arz 100.0 100.0 o 1000 B35 BT a0
Disfrict are 839 a1e 90.5 828 941 100.0 BET 824 T0.8 B42 N O 200800
State 8T8 873 ae4 93.3 78.0 9.4 95.0 BED 89.5 782 793 &0 Bl g5 fr =30
ol 413 41D W 200010
P3AE PERFORMANGE apl
These charts provide information on attainment of the lllinois Learning Standards. They show the average scores and also the a
percents of student scores meeting or exceeding standards in reading, mathematics, and science on PSAE. -
Schoal District Sate

11325 ISBE reportcard Leadership Team Mtg 1 vSENT.pptx

PRAIRIE STATE ACHIEVEMENT EXAMINATION (PSAE] - Average Scores

20
180
s |12t sz 157 158 458 157 157 15 158 7 m 20
18 = 156 R (ERE] g 2o
Nl I: l: I: I:
120 L
Scal District Siate School Disict State Schacl District State
Reading Science
PRAIRIE STATE AC T EXAMINATION (PSAE) - Percents Masting or Standards
100
an
w7
. ez s sas -
e s = 1 T1E 51T — To: EZE O 200802
2 . -
ol e 2 = M 200810
e
oL
School Distnct Sate School Destnct Sate Schaol Dtrict State
Reading Mathsmatics Science

OVERALL ILLINOIS ALTERNATE ASSESSMENT (IAA) PERFORMANGE

100

EE.9
a0
pir! o =5
61.4

&0 (]
20 ]
20

o

Senool Disict

2008-08
2008-10

State

1AA gcores in the Progressing and Attzining performance levels count the same, respectfully, as scores on other state assesements that meet or

exceed Standards.
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lllinois Report Card (3 of 4)

Performance on state assessments: across performance levels and by student subgroup

Current IL school evaluation vehicles
Report card

\AA PERFORMANCE

These charts provide information on attainment of the Illine

Leaming Standards. They show the percents of student scores

ILLINOIS ALTERNATE ASSESSMENT (IAA)

meeting or exceeding Standards for the grades and subjects tested on I Grade 11 - All The Illincis Allemate Assessment (IAA) is administered to students with disabilities whose Programs
Reading Science (IEPs) indicate that participation in the ISAT or PSAE would not be appropriate. The table below presents the percentages of
Levels | 1 H 3 T T H 3 ¥ 1 ] 3 ) student scores in each of four performance lsvels
PERFORMANCE ON STATE ASSESSMENTS
Schoal &7 | e | s [ s | wr | s | ss [ s 75| ms | ea | ng Level 1~ Entry - Students do not demonsirate knowledge and skills in the subject through links to the llinoss Leaming Standards
Federal law requires that student achisvement results for reading, mathematics, and science for schools providing Title | o s | wn e w5 | s | e | wes o s | as | wms - e iy ents danet demonsirate Enowledge and siills n fne sl ks o the lliness Leaming Standards
ices be reported to the general public Datict
senices " State an 7.0 a1 L1 106 367 424 103 a7 78 416 108
Level 2 ~Foundational - Students demonstrate emerging knowledge and skis in the subject as finked to the llinois Learming Standards. Students exhibit an
Te Ilincis Standards Achieyement Test (ISAT) is admummered to students in grades 3 through 8. The Prairie State abilfty to reproduce knowiedge and skis.
PSAE students in grade 11. The lllinois Atemate Assessment (IAA) is rade 11 - Gender
administered to students with disabilties whose mdidualized Education Programs (IEPs) indicate that participation in the Reating Science Level 3 Satsfactny - Studens demonsirate bask nowkedge and skl he sbfethrough ik 0 the o Leaming Standarcs.Shdents e an
ISAT or PSAE would not be appropriate Levels [T H 3 r T 3 3 i 1 7 3 3 abilfty to associate their knowiedge and
Students with dissbilities have an IEP (No Child Left Behind Act). An IEP is a written plan for a child with a disability who is Schoal R 65 | m3 | ea | e Level 4 - Mastery-  Students demonstrate knowiedge and skills in the subject through links to the llinois Leaming Standards. Stugents exhibit the
le to receive special education services under the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act. Diatrict w4 | w22 | sas | s | wes | ms | ms e | 1m0 | a5 | ms 8s ity to 3pply ther knowiedge and skils.
stata w3 | ws | ows | s | owe | sz | wma | ows | w2 | ms | as | o
Reading and Mathematics are tested in grades 3 through & and 11. Science is tested in grades 4, 7, and 11
Femalé  genool 63 25 a5 | 168 54 36 | 455 82 84 | 455 53 m
In order to protect students identities, test data for groups of fewer than ten students ars not reported Distrct na | as | wme | es | s | ws | a2 FENN NIRRT 5z
state. 68 | w7 | sz [ w2z | wa | s | aa a1 o3 | e | a7 73 Grade 11- All
PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS NOT TESTED IN STATE TESTING PROGRAMS FOR READING AND MATHEMATICS Reading i Science
rade 11 - RaciallEthnic Background| Levels 1 2 3 z 1 ] 3 q 1 H 3 1
Gender iz i i
RaciaEthnic Background fooms Reading Wathematics Science e w | e o wme| w| w | e [ = w| e we| =
Asianl Muli Students | mically _ Levels 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 District 185 185 22| a7 1a8| ms | ers | 222 | =2| =is
Facific | Natve racial with | Disadv- wnite s state 17 175 346 %2 137 | 128 254 280 08 18 0.1 471
At | wate | Fomate | vt h senal a7 | ms | ss1 | ms se | 20 | sss | 2a ar | ms | so | oums
Black | Hispanic| Istandsr | American | /Ethnic | LEP | Migrant | Disabilities| antaged i e o e s e o s P s s o 1
“Enroliment. 382 179] 208 253 20 9 15 2 13 4 o 45 119 Stats. 53 20 522 15 57 298 510 138 43 24 503 143 m
Sehoal |Reading e " e 2 33 oo os a7 a4 Bilack senaal 128 03 218 51 28 564 192 26 167 3 4 38 Reading Sience
Matsmatica | 16| 17| 15| 42| a3 00 000 67 | 94 eneo . ! ! y Levels 1 2 3| 4 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
District me | sma | ws | 13 | wme | s | wms 1w | s | sms | s 13 -
- N
‘Enollment | 7s8| 3739) 3s0s| 3ssz| zeos| x| ws E) 605 2% o 1463 | 2z e 1 =2 60 15 d sl | ms o8 | 1] w2 1a8 o8 senool
L — District 21 1| osea| oz oz oz | oss | oase 1| wse|  omi| oms
District [Reading 03| 03 03 02 08 o8 o1 o0 00 [ 0s 03 District s 52 I 21 a8 52 o 21 208 w52 o Stats 122 182 387 3 142|128 i =2 na 131 35 2
Matemates| 03 03l 03] 02) o) 08 07 oo aof oo 05| 02 state e | w2 | s7 | 25 | wss | sor | es 24 | w1 | so | ms 24 Femas senoor
o0
"Enroliment | 068 202{585 788 | 522,252 | 565375 | 198074 | 210890 | 24475 203 36434 | BT 346 45074 503,002 Senoal o 20 733 &7 o 133 783 133 o 83 533 133 District 143 143 143 2] 74 143 00 286 71 71 na B3
LS o2l oo oz2| er| ws| o2| ez 2 02| o] os o | oz ﬁu w | ms | w0 | om a1 | e | e a1 s | s | oass a1 state 103 3] sea| wmol| i2e| v2s | e | m2 ws|  er| wmr| e
Mathematics | 02| 03| 0z| w1 es[ ez 02 02 02| oz| o 05 | 03 e R e s B G I W Bl Il I
P AR ot rade 11 - RaciallEthnic Background|
+ Envollment o reprtedduing e testing wincos fo rades 3 -Band 1. oistict Reading Wathematics Science
state o | w0 | ess | we | me | e | as s6 | wz | we | as az Levels 1 2 3] 1 T 7 El 7 T 7 ] 7
‘White
PERCENTAGE OF TESTED IN STATE TESTING PROGRAMS Y Sehool a1 o0 536 s 81 a1 85 182 51 51 455 364 Senoal
District a5 143 g3 | 13 143 x5 | as 25 es | ma | a2 | 2 District 154 231 AT e | 77 | ez 8 154 oo e | ez
Gender RaciallEthnic Background state 72 | s 450 | na 53 1 | a5 o ao | i as 105 P 0 es o | s O T e 252 oo| 08| s| s
Econo-
oian Wl Students | mically Bk
Pacific | Native | racial X with | Disad- oo
Al_| Male |Femalo | White | Biack | eispanie| islander merican| innic | LEP |Migrant |Diasbilities | aniaged Reading MWathematics Science Diatrict 50 a0 | ma|  wer | s | ma | s wr| ol mo| wma
senony [Tt 2| | w3l | w L] 15 2| w 4 o| 45 1 Leves | 4 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 state 157 ss7| smo| ez | nmz | ws | e 1] aza| ms| e
Science 16| 17| 15| 12| 33 00 0o 67 34 = sencal o3 | s | wr | oo | ses | as 71 oo | seo | e 15 on FISgane oot
Distriet 5o %0 53 13 T 27 53 L] 640 3186 26 18 District
it Enrollment] 3407 | 1,605 | 1502 [ 1618 | 1180 57 55 10 1 11 [} 584 1953 state 01 w27 18 24 58 209 22 12 21 a3 13 21 statn 11 28 124 24 154 | 12 a3 284 1o 181 %6 22
is
3
i L R B I oo or) eej ool 00 0 os NonEP  Sencal 35 | ms | oeer | s D a5 | wma | sas | ower AsianPacifi liander
— District 74 w0 380 55 ns a1 85 54 &8 &1 1 81 Schoal
State 5 228,523 |220,563 |242235 | 81,931 88,351 19,309 898 | 14,185 | 23830 105 | 62,715 |201259 stite 52 %3 a7 108 52 %2 52 14 57 72 453 18 Distri
Sciencs 04 05 03 02 10 0s 03 0.4 03 05 12 08 06 State 182 2z 33 ) 212 7 550 182 el 108 ey E)
11 - Economically Disadvantaged
9 7,am 11 - Nafive Amsrican
Reading Mathematics Science .
T 7 T T T H T T T H] T T -
PRAIRIE STATE ACHIEVEMENT EXAMINATION (PSAE) Levels District
FroefReducad Price Lunch Stats
The following tables show the percentages of student scores in each of four performance levels. These levels were School el et 01 &2 ;| 85 | 282 1o s ) osma |2 38
L ’ District we | s [ 2se | 28 | me | ser | wo 07 | w7 | sa | me 21
established with the help of llincis educators who teach the grade levels and leaming areas tested. Dus to rounding, the sum : " senool
> stata e | s7 | =5 | 2e | ma | sos | om0 20 | s | sn | =i 21
of the percentages in the four performance levels may not always equal 100 pistict
‘Mot Eligitis
7 17 T . Sate 132 105 316 “u7 105 53 74 358 8 26 39 805
Level 1~ Academic Waming - Student work Semonsirates imited knowlsdge and skils in the subject. Because of major gaps in leaming, students 3pply i e IS Iyl ol Il I o HlEBlE s
inomiedge and skils insfectuely. State 50 20 521 “o 55 289 we 18 47 21 506 155

Level 2 - Below Standards - Student work demonstrates basic knowledge and skills in the subject However, because of gaps in leaming, students
apply knowiedge and skiks in limited ways.

Level 3 - Mests Standards - Student work demonstrates proficient knowledge and skl in the subject. Students efiectively apply knowiedge and skils
to solve problems.

L tandards - Student werk duanced biect. Students Iy 3peh ige and skills
15 solve problems and evaluate the results
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lllinois Report Card (4 of 4)

Adequate Yearly Progress status report

Current IL school evaluation vehicles

Report card

2010 ADEQUATE YEARLY PROGRESS (AYP) Status Report

* Includes only students snrollad as of 050172009,
** Gafe Harbor Targets of 77.5% or above are not printed.

*** Subgroups with fewear than 43 students are not reported. 3afe Harbor only applies to subgroups of 43 or more. In order for 3afe Harbor to apply, a

subgroup must decrease by 10% the parcantage of acores that did not mast state standards from the praviows year plus mest the other indicators
rate for high schools and hon rate for high achools) for the subgroup. For subgroups that do not mest their Safe Harbor

Targeta, a T3% confidence interval is applied. Safe Harbor allows achools an altemate method to mest subgrowp minimum targets on achisvement.

. . Has thia achool besn identified for School Improvement according to the
Ia thi hool making Adequate Yearly P YF)? N

i2 achool making Adsquats Yearly Progress (AYF) Ne AYP specifications of the fedsral No Ghild Left Bahind Act? °
Ia this school making AYP in Reading? No 2010-11 Federal Improvement Status
Is this school making AYP in Mathematica? No 2010-11 State Improvement Statua Academic Watch Status Year 5

Parcent Testsd on Percant Mesting/Excseding Standards Other Indicators
State Tosts
Reading Mathematics Reading Mathematica Rate | Graduation Rate
dafe Safe
% Mt % Met % | Harbor | et %  |Harbor | et % Met o Mat
AYP AYP Targst™| Avp Targst ™| pyp AYP AYP

Stais AYP 950 950 75 5 910 800
Minimum Targat
Al 9g4 Yes 32 Yes B4E No 636 No 30 | Yes
Whits BB Yes %58 Yes Ty Mo .2 71 Yes ¥ ]
Black @57 Yes 96.7| Yas 353 400 Yes M 305 Yes 872
Hispanic
AsianiPacific
Fslander
Mative Amarican|
Multiracial
FEthnic
LEP
Studenta with
Disabilities 933 No 933 No
Economically 966 | Yes 9.6 Yes 473 4.4 Yes .3 330|  Yes 877
Disadvantagsd
Four Gonditiona Are Required For Making Adequats Yearly Progresa (AYP):
1. At least 5% tested in reading and mathematica for every atwdent group. If the current year participation rats ia lasa than 5%, this condition may
be met if the average of the current and preceding year rates is at least 33%, or if the average of the current and two preceding years is at least 85%.
Only actual participation rates are printed. If the participation rate printad is leas than 85% and yet this achool makes AYP, it means that the §5%
condition was met by averaging.
2. Atleast 77.5% mesting/exceading standards in reading and mathematica for avery group. For any group with leas than 77.5% meatinglaxceading
atandards, a 95% confidencs interval was applied. Subgroups may meet this condition through Jafe Harbor provisiona. ™
3. At least 81% aftendancs rats for non-high schools and at lazst 80% graduation rate for high schoola.
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lllinois School Profile (1 of 2)

Key statistics, student information, teacher information, school district finances

Current IL school evaluation vehicles

School profile

2010 lllinois School Profile

This Profile provides information about our school's students,
teachers, student test scores, class sizes and district’s budget.
For more details, please contact school staff or go to the lllinois
State Report Card link on the ISBE web site: www.isbe.net.

A Brief Guide for Parents

Springfield High School

Springfield SD 186

Springfield, ILLINOIS

Grades: 8 10 1112

RCDTS Code: 51-084-1860-25-0002

E;‘ Key Statistics

[Number of Students | 1,509

| Rate | 917

AVERAGE CLASS SIZE

School

State

Kindergarten

Grade 1

Grade 2

Grade 3

HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATION RATE

oI

Grade 4

Grade 5

Grade 6

Grade 7

Grade 8

High School 233

197

Scheol State

, Student Information

RACIAL/ETHNIC BACKGROUND (%)

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION (%)

School State School State

White 63.2 528 Low Income 340 454
Black 57 18.8 Limited English 03 76
Hispanic 28 211 Proficient )
Asian/Pacific Islander 39 42 Mobility 2186 13.0
Mative Al 0.2 0.2 5 i

ative American E;:::sirrﬁe:lth 1041 134
Multiracial/Ethnic 4.2 29

11325 ISBE reportcard Leadership Team Mtg 1 vSENT.pptx

#i) Teacher Information

District State
|Average Teaching
Experience (Years) 124 127
% Teachers with Emergency 05 05
or Provisional Credentials )
Average Teacher Salaries $58,369 $63,296
% Teachers with Graduate 457 57.4
Degrees

School District Finances

This chart shows how we spent our money as a district in the 2008-09 school year. Instructional costs include
books and classroom materials. Student support includes counseling, transportation and food service.

Admini: ionfoperati includes principal salaries and the cost of janitorial services. Buildinglequipment
and debt service include the costs of school facilities.

DISTRICT SPENDING

Teacher other
satariear matructional Student Admin Bullding/

St pimariy suppart Operations Equpment | o0t Serics Ofhsr

Dlﬂrk;l|m Dtsmm|5|z|e Dtsnml S Dls\rk:l|stave Dlmcl|stave Dlsmalm Dteulu|stane

atge| 3] ein | eom [ rsen] wan [z [ 2w | orn [ amn [ arn [ een [ son | een
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lllinois School Profile (2 of 2)

Draft — For discussion only

Student academic performance, Adequate Yearly Progress

Current IL school evaluation vehicles

School profile

Student Academic Performance

How our students do on state tests is just one way to measure their demi his

percentage of our students that meet or excesd

tests to the

" You can pare the

on

percentage. You should

also look at how this year's results compare to previous years'. The llinois Standards Achievement Test (ISAT) is the

state test administered to students in selected elementary grades. The Prairie State Achievement Examination (FSAE)

is the state test that students take in the 11th grade.

GRADE 11 PSAE - READING AND MATHEMATICS (PERCENT MEETING OR EXCEEDING STANDARDS)

GRADE 11 READING

GRADE 11 MATHEMATICS

00 100
80 E
525
s E =7 =
—
L .
20 Ly
= o=
20028 2000 2010 2008 2008 2010
2010 - Grade 11 PSAE Reading, Mathematics and Science (Percent Meeting or E; d St
Reading Mathematics Science
School 56.9 57.0 56.7
State 540 52.7 524

[ Adequate Yearly Progre:

The Mo Child Left Behind Act and lllincis law require the State to measure whether our school is making
Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP). AYP is based on the percent of students that meet/exceed standards on
state tests, both as a whole and by different subgroups. Schools must also meet minimum attendance or
graduation rates. If a school does not make AYP in the same subject area for two consecutive years, itis
identified for School Improvement.

Is this school making Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP)? No
Is this school making AYP in Reading? No
Is this school making AYP in Mathematics? No

Has this school been identified for School Improvement
ificati of the federal Mo Mo

ding to the AYP

Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act?

2010-11 State Impro

2010-11 Federal Improvement Status

it Status

Academic Watch Status Year 5

* The 2007/2008 school year is the first time that Limited English Proficient (LEP) students, who would have taken
the IMAGE in the past, took either the ISAT or PSAE with accommodations; therefore, any comparison with
previous years’ achievement levels for this subgroup and their schools and school districts should be made with

appropriate caution.
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Current IL school evaluation vehicles
Interactive Report Card

lllinois Interactive Report Card (1 of 3)

School Profile and Test Results

LGRS CM Test Results  Trends  AYP Information  Learning Tools  About Students  About Educators  District Finances
ML Tests & psap [aRTYY County:Sangamon
City: Mid-Size @
SPRINGFIELD HIGH SCHOOL-SPRINGFIELD SD 186
Composite Percent Meets and Exceeds - PSAE Assessment
100%
80%
64 60 64
80% | “ﬁﬁ@“ﬂﬁT[“jm@nﬂlﬁm&
1 4 1
40% |
20% J
0% .
% 3 L L0 05 e L L 0 School Profile for Parents
[ School(%M+E) B istrict(%M+E) B State(3%M-+E) Administrator
Christine Stahly
1015 Lewis St
Springfield IL 62704
SPRINGFIELD HIGH SCHOOL-SPRINGFIELD SD 186 (2171525-3100
Demographicinformation R
District A School Profile QRESEESTIM Trends  AYP Information  Learning Tools  About Students  About Educators District Finances
[ White (63.2%) District A i
istri j - - L i~
B Biack (25.7%) :lstr;ctlrs Grade | Grads subject [All Subjects | student GrouplAH Students ] Go) Test Results 7 Work Keys
er Pupil (
i i = | 20051 PSAE Test Scores
. Hispanic (2.8%) District Op) I
[T] Asian (3.9%) Per Pupil ( SPRINGFIELD HIGH SCHOOL - SPRINGFIELD SD 186

L I Native American (0.2%)
B Muttiracial (4.2%)

School Lo

Above Standards

11325 ISBE reportcard Leadership Team Mtg 1 vSENT.pptx

andards

Grade 11 - PSAE Performance By All Students - 2005-10

100% |- - - - - 1 - - |- |
o6 06 O 08 09 10 05 O Of O O09 10 O ©O6 O O3 O 10 O ©O6 O©O7 08 0% 10
Reading Mathematics Science ‘Writing
Percent of $tudents at Each Level
omsen
% Meets & Exceeds 65 65 68 &0 13 59 53 58 63 54 56 57 53 56 A2 53 55 57 , = 68 58 65 58
[ ] % Exceeds 17 21 21 Ak 17 15 10 9 15 1a 10 10 1z 1z 1a 1z 10 1z = = 8 5 5 f
. % Meets 48 44 46 43 49 44 | 44 49 47 37 46 47 | 41 44 46 42 46 45 o . 60 53 60 51
% Below 29 23 28 33 26 34 |33 31 29 36 36 33 39 33 34 40 37 36 & = 27 37 28 37
[ | % Warning 7 iz ) 7 [} 7 El 1z El n 7 n g 11 4 7 & 8 - - 5 s 7 ]
Humber of $tudents Tested
(W)* 336 266 313 294 327 358 | 336 266 313 294 327 358 | 336 266 313 294 327 358 = - 313 297 323 360

* - Results for fewer than 10 students are not reported or this subject was not tested for this grades/year.
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Current IL school evaluation vehicles
Interactive Report Card

lllinois Interactive Report Card (2 of 3)
Trends and Adequate Yearly Progress Information

School Profile  Test Results ERFETTH

AYP Informati Learning Tools  About Students

About Educators

Test Type [PSAE | subject [Redding

;I Student Group | Al 'I Go

|200 10 'I

SPRINGFIELD HIGH SCHOOL - SPRINGFIELD SD 186
PSAE -Reading Performance By All2002-10

School Profile

Test Results

L0 AYP Informat Is  About Students  About Educators

Adequate Yearly Progress Report 2010
IGH SCHOOL - SPRINGFIELD 5D 186

11325 ISBE reportcard Leadership Team Mtg 1 vSENT.pptx

Is this School making Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP)? Mo | Has this
according to the AYP
Behind Act?
Is this School making AYP in Reading? Mo | 2010-11 Federal Impi
Is this School making AYP in Mathematics? No | 2010-11 State Improvemen
. Year 5
02 03 04 05 08 o7 08 039 10
Grade 11 perw"tﬂge.r:::mi oD Percent Meeting/Exceeding Standards* Other Indicators
Percent of Students at Each Level Reading | Mathematics Reading Mathematics Mte'{':t :"Oe Gm::;m"
PERCE! NUMBER
(NUMBER)) et St
Student Groups | % et % et %  Harbor Lz %  Harbor et % =3 % et
% Meets & Exceeds 69 61 63 65 65 68 60 66 59 AYP AYP T P T P AYP AYP
% Exceeds 21 19 16 17 21 21 17 17 15 State AYP 5.0 5.0 775 75 o a0
% Meets 48 42 47 48 44 46 43 49 44 Minimum Target i
% Below 24 30 27 29 23 28 33 28 34 Al 98.4  Yes |98.4 Yes 64.8 No 63.6 No 93.0  Yes
% Warning 7 9 10 7 12 S 7 6 7
White 98.8  Yes |98.8 Yes |[70.7 No | 71.2 711 Yes 94.8
Number of Students Tested
Black 96.7 | Yes |96.7 Yes |35.3 |40.0 Yes |29.4 305 Yes 87.2
(N)* 277 337 294 336 266 313 294 327 358
Hispanic
* - Results for fewer than 10 students are not reported or this |Asian/pacifi
subject was not tested for this grade/year. ; l‘:’:j acific
slander
Native American
\Multiracial/Ethni
LEP
Students with
Disabilities 3.3 | Mo |52.3 Mo
E?Dnnm'muy 96.6 | Yes |96.6 Yes |47.3 411  Yes |385 33.0 VYes 87.7
Disadvantaged
Four Conditions Are Required For Making Adequate Yearly Progress(AYP)
1. At least 95% tested in reading and mathematics for every student group. If the current year participation rate is less than
95%, this condition may be met if the average of the current and preceding year rates is at least 95%, or if the average of
the current and two preceding years is at least 95%, Only actual participation rates are printed. If the participation rate
printed is less than 95% and yet this school makes AYP, it means that the 95% condition was met by averaging
2. Atleast 77.5% meeting/exceeding standards in reading and mathematics for every group. For any group with less than
77.5% meeting/exceeding standards, a 95% confidence interval was applied. Subgroups may meet this condition through
Safe Harbor provisions. ***
3. For schools not making AYP solely because the IEP group fails to have 77.5% meeting/exceeding standards, 14% may be
added to this variable in accordance with the federal 23 flexibility provisien.
4. Atleast 91% attendance rate for non-high schools and at least 80 graduation rate for high schools
* Includes only students enralled as of 05/01/2009.
** Safe Harbor Targets of 77.5% or above are not printed.
*** Subgroups with fewer than 45 students are not reported. Safe Harbor only applies to subgroups of 45 or more. In order for
safe Harhor to apply, a subgroup must decrease by 10% the percentage of scores that did not meet state standards from the
previous year plus meet the other indicaters (attendance rate for nen-high schoels and graduation rate for high schools) for the
subgroup. For subgroups that do not meet their Safe Harbor Targets, a 75% confidence interval is applied. Safe Harbor allows
schools an alternate method to meet subgroup minimum targets on achievement.
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Draft — For discussion only Current IL school evaluation vehicles

. . ) Interactive Report Card
lllinois Interactive Report Card (3 of 3)
About Students, About Educators, District Finances

School Profile  Test Results  Trends  AYP Information  Learning Tools EELLNESALELIIE About Educators  District Finances

SPRINGFIELD HIGH SCHOOL - SPRINGFIELD SD 186
Student Demographics & Characteristics - Race/Ethnicity
’ A . Native Multi Racial
Year White Black Hispanic Asian American [Ethnicity
(%) (%) (%) (%) %) %)
1999 74.1 22 0.7 3.2 0 -
2000 73.4 22.4 0.8 3.2 0.2 -
2001 75.7 20.7 0.6 2.9 0.1 -
5 2002 73.8
C 2003 7.5
H 2004 69.9 School Profile  Test Results Trends  AYP Information  Learning Tools  About Students QST AT TEILTE District Finances
] 2005 67.6 i
o 2006 675 SPRINGFIELD HIGH SCHOOL - SPRINGFIELD SD 186 About this Report
L 2007 67.2 District Teacher & Administrator Information - Teacher Der
2008 65.4 s
2009 67 ¥ White Black Hispanic Asi 3 Female
2010 63.2 ear (%) (%)
1999 65.4
2000 6d.4 1999 92.6 2
D 2001 63.2 2000 . (ff: School Profile  Test Results Learning Tools  About Students  About Educators S LIRSS LELRES
| 2002 62 0 2001
s 2003 60.6 | 2002 SPRINGFIELD HIGH SCHOOL - SPRINGFIELD SD 186 About this Report
T 2004 58.9 District Financial Information - Expenditure Rates
R 2005 56.8 5 2003
Total . .
1 2006 55.6 T 2004 Instructional Operating
C 2007 54.5 R 2005 2] Sl Expenditure Expenditure
T Year Tax Year per Pupil Tax Rate Fiscal Year 3 X
2008 52.9
. | 2006 o 5100 per Pupil per Pupil
2009 524 c 2007 ©) = 2 (5@
2010 50. - (s)@
1999 62 2008 1999 1996 95,899 4.5 1997-1998 3,968 7,399
igs:’ 2;1 200 : : : 2000 1997 101,128 4.5 1998-1999 4,044 7,598
o s 2010 90.5 g.3 0.7 D 2001 1998 104,308 4.5 1999-2000 4,185 7,878
s B T 1999 84.9 " 3. | 2002 1999 107,989 4.5 2000-2001 4,436 8,367
1 2004 57.7 2000 85 10.7 3.4 5 2003 2000 109,005 4.5 2001-2002 4,625 3,516
T 2005 56.7 200 847 10.6 3.9 T 2004 2001 114,802 4.5 2002-2003 4,625 8,212
E 2006 55.7 5 2002 85 10.2 3.7 R 2005 2002 118,509 4.5 2003-2004 4,815 8,549
igg; 5;*‘-19 - 2003 84.6 10.2 4.1 | 2006 2003 122,831 4.5 2004-2005 4,952 8,800
2009 51s A 2004 85 9.8 4 C 2007 2004 123,460 4.6 2005-2006 5,134 9,144
2010 52.8 T 2005 84.3 9.9 4.5 T 2008 2005 130,004 4.6 2006-2007 5,466 10,085
E 2006 84.9 9.2 4.4 2009 2006 132,261 4.7 2007-2008 5,720 10,083
2007 85.1 8.8 4.4 2010 2007 134,287 4.7 2008-2009 6,215 11,578
2008 84.9 8.7 4.9 1999 1996 - - 1997-1998 3,990 6,682
2009 85.1 8.3 5 2000 1997 - - 1998-1999 4,291 7,146
2010 85.2 8.1 5.2 2001 1998 - - 1999-2000 4,425 7,483
z 2002 1999 - - 2000-2001 4,667 7,926
= 2003 2000 - - 2001-2002 4,842 8,181
A 2004 2001 - - 2002-2003 5,022 8,482
T 2005 2002 - - 2003-2004 5,216 8,786
E 2006 2003 - - 2004-2005 5,366 9,099
2007 2004 - - 2005-2006 5,567 9,488
2008 2005 - - 2006-2007 5,808 9,907
2009 2006 - - 2007-2008 6,103 10,417
2010 2007 - - 2008-2009 6,483 11,197
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Colorado (1 of 2)

Draft — For discussion only

Report card example—Colorado

School: ABC SCHOOL - 0000

School Performance Framework Report 2010

Performance Indi
Improvement Plan o
Academic Achievement Does Not Meet 313% (4.7 out of 15 points)
47 15
This is the plan type the sch’ s required to adopt and . . -:I
implement. Schools ar :daplanbassd ontheir  Academic Growth Meets 66.7%  (23.3 out of 35 points)
overall framewor’ ch is a percentage of the 233 3=
ohenit o5t total points eligible .
erall scoreisthen  Academic Growth Gaps 60.4% (9.1 out of 15 points)
"Plan" assigned to ) determine the s 15
school based on overall Postsecondary and Workforce Readiness 58.3%  (20.4 out of 35 points) -:I
ork Points Earned 0.4 35

framework score

at or above 60%
Improvement at or above 47% - below 60%
Priority Improvement at or above 33% - below 47%
Turnaround below 33%

Framework points are calculated using the percentage
of points eamed out of points eligible. For schools with
data on all indicators, the total points possible are: 15
points for Academic Achievement, 35 for Academic
Growth, 15 for Academic Growth Gaps, and 35 for
Postsecondary and Workforce Readiness.

Academic Achievement
The Achievement Indicator reflects how a school's students are doing at meeting the state's proficiency goal: the
percentage of students proficient or advanced on Colorado’s standardized assessments. This Indicator includes
results from CSAP and CSAPA (Reading, Writing, Math and Science), and Lectura and Escritura.

Academic Growth

Test Participation™®*

95% participation rate met

TOTAL

Improvement 57.5% (57.5 out of 100 points) _:I

57.5 100

* Schools may not be eligible for all possible points on an indicator due to insufficient numbers of students. In these cases, the points are removed from both the points earned
and the points eligible, so scores are not negatively impacted.
** Schools do not receive points for test participation. However, schools that do not mest the 95% participation rate in two or more subject areas are assigned a plan type one

category lower than their points indicate.

The Growth Indicator measures academic progress using the Colorado Growth Model. This Indicator reflects 1)
normative growth: how the academic progress of the students in this school compared to that of other students
statewide with 2 similar CSAP score history in that subject area, and 2) adequate growth: whether this level of
growth was sufficient for the typical (median) student in this school to reach an achievement level of proficient or
advanced on the CSAFP within three years or by 10th grade, whichever comes first.

Measure definitions to aid
reader comprehension

Academic Growth Gaps

The Gaps Indicator measures the academic progress of historically disadvantaged student subgroups and students
needing to catch up. It disaggregates the Growth Indicator into student subgroups, and reflects their normative and
adequate growth. The subgroups indude students eligible for Free/Reduced Lunch, mincrity students, students with
disabilities (IEF status), English Language Learners, and students needing to catch up.

Postsecondary and Workforce Readiness

The Postsecondary and Workforce Readiness Indicator measures the preparedness of students for college or jobs
upon completing high school. This Indicator reflects student graduation rates, dropout rates, and average Colorado
ACT composite scores.

SCHOOLVIeW .y

*** Data in this report is based on results from: 2009-10.

11325 ISBE reportcard Leadership Team Mtg 1 vSENT.pptx
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Draft — For discussion only

Colorado (2 of 2)

Report card example—Colorado

School: ABC SCHOOL - 0000 District: ABC DISTRICT - 0000 (1 year)
Academic Achiy t Points Earned Points Eligible % Points Rating N ‘Advanced School's Percentile
Reading 1 4 Mot Meet a3 46.8% 8
Math i 1 4 lot Meet a3 3.9% 2
Writing 1 4 Does Not Meet a3 18.2% 4
Science 2 4 48 259.5% 18
Total 5 16 513%  |DocolomEst]
Median Growth Median Adequate Made Adequate
Academic Growth Points Earned Points Eligible % Points Rating N Percentile Growth Percentile Growth?
Reading 3 4 = 57 52 35 Yes
Math i 2 4 57 50 99 No -
Writing 3 4 A 57 58 82
Total 8 12 66.7% _
Subgroup Subgroup
Subgroup Median Growth Median Adequate Made Adequate
Academic Growth Gaps Points Earned Points Eligible % Points Rating N Percentile Growth Percentile Growth?
Reading 9 16 56.3% Approaching
Free/Reduced Lunch Eligible 2 4 48 42 42 Yes
Minority Students 3 4 52 52 45 Yes
Students w/Disabilities 0 0 5 NfA NfA N/A
English L Learners 2 4 28 46 559 No
Students needing to catch up 2 4 27 52 85 No
Mathematics B8 16 50.0% Approaching
Free/Reduced Lunch Eligible 2 4 48 51 EE] No
Minority Students 2 4 52 49 EE] No
Students w/Disabilities 0 0 MN/A 5 N/A NJA N/A
English L Learners 2 4 28 40 EE] No
Students needing to catch up 2 4 50 49 EE] No
Writing 12 16 75.0%
Free/Reduced Lunch Eligible 3 4 48 56 83 No
Minority Students 3 4 52 57 83 No
Students w/Disabilities 0 0 5 NfA NfA N/A
English L Learners 3 4 28 60 83 No
Students needing to catch up 3 4 40 59 94 No
Total 29 48 60.4% Approaching
Minimum State
Postsecondary and Workforce Readii Points Earned Paints Eligible % Points Rating N Rate/Score Expectation
Graduation Rate 3 4 N 35 88.6% 80.0%
Dropout Rate 3 4 i 179 22% At/below state average
Colorado ACT Composite 1 4 Does Not Meet 31 16.4 Above state average
Total 7 12 58.3% Approaching
Test Participation % of Students Tested Rating
Reading 100.0%
Math i 59.0%
Writing 100.0%
Science 100.0%
Colorado ACT 100.0%

11325 ISBE reportcard Leadership Team Mtg 1 vSENT.pptx
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Reports growth
percentiles and
resultant points
earned/ rating

Extensive
demographic
breakdowns of
performance
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Draft — For discussion only

Florida

Report card example—FL

2008-2002

CLEWISTON HIGH SCHOOL (201) HENDRY (26)
1501 S FRANCISCO ST, CLEWISTON, FL 33440-5016
Schooel Phone: 863-983-1520, Principal: ROBERT EGLEY

Subject

State of Florida A+ Plan

Federal Mo Child Left Behind Act

School Grade

F
This grade is calculated by

adding points earned from each
of the performance areas below

69 % of critari=

e

This percent is based on a total of 39 criteria
that every school must meet, if applicable

Reading

32% of students reading at or
above grade level

+ 40% of students making a

year's worth of progress in
reading

= 37% of struggling students

making a year's worth of
progress in reading

WHITE. BLACK, HISPANIC. ECONOMICALLY
DISADVANTAGED students in this school
need improvement in Reading

Math

63% of students at or above
grade level in math

59% of students making a
year's worth of progress in
math

54% of struggling students
making a year's worth of
progress in math

WHITE. BLACK. HISPANIC. ECONOMICALLY
DISADVANTAGED students in this school
need improvement in Math

Grades school based on
performance across various
subject areas

« Your child is not eligible for an opportunity scholarship for public school choice
under the A+ Plan

« CLEWISTON HIGH SCHOOL has not met federal adequate yearly progress
under Mo Child Left Behind because it needs improvement in one or more
areas. Because this is not a Title | school, your student is not eligible for
school choice options under No Child Left Behind

Possible Choice
Options

- Contact your district office at 863-674-4642 for other choice options available
to you

s funding for low-incom
f its students quslify fo

Writing

« 51% of students are meeting

state standards in writing

This school has not met this criteria

Science

- 14% of students at or above

grade level in Science

Retakes

11325 ISBE reportcard Leadership Team Mtg 1 vSENT.pptx

= 32% of 11th and 12th grade

students passed the FCAT
Reading Retake

51% of 11th and 12th grade
students passed the FCAT
Math Retake

School Efficiency Indicator relates money spent at the school-level with student performance at that
school allowing users to evaluate the efficiency and effectiveness compared to other schools

LEARNING GAINS

PROGRAM COSTS

This school is in the lowsr third of 31l high schools in the state on Thid
peroent of students msking learming gains. on 1

lllustrates school efficiency indicator based
on learning gains and program costs (on
spectrum of low, medium, high)
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Maryland (1 of 2)

2010 Maryand Refiit Card

View Resuits By: | OTATE »  |[COUNTY. SCHOO 5
Adequate Yearly Progress ]

Dorchester County Cambridge-South Dorchester High| (ID:0713)

["AY P2l ASsEsSMENTS Sl G RADUATION | Sl DEMOGRAPHICS

2010 AYP: Met

» Show Trends All indicaters must be "Met” to make AYP. For details, click on the links below.

Reading Mathematics
»Percent +Participation »Percent sParticipation  »Graduation
Proficient Rate Broficient Rate
All Students Met Met Met Met | Met
American Indian/ - - - -
Alaskan Native
Asian [ Pacific na na na na
Islander
African American Met Met Met Met
White (not of Met Met Met Met
Hispanic origin)
Hispanic na na na na
Free/Reduced Met Met Met Met
Meals
Special Education Met na Met na
Limited English = —= —= —=
Proficient

' indicates no students in the category. 'na’ indicates too few students for AYP rules.

11325 ISBE reportcard Leadership Team Mtg 1 vSENT.pptx

Draft — For discussion only

Assessments

Dorchester County Cambridge-South Dorchester High (ID:0713)

['AY Pl A'SsEsSMENTS Sl GRADUATION Sl DEMOGRAPHICS

Graphing Key  High School Assessments (HSA)

All students who entered Sth grade in or after 2005
must pass or achieve a total score of 1602 across the
HSA to meet graduation requirements. High School
Assessments are given in four content areas -

™ 5 Algebra/Data Analysis, Biology, Government, and
cco English. Students take each of the four HSA tests after
RRRR they completed the corresponding course. For more

information on meeting HSA requirements go to
The colored bars  http://hsaexam.org.
trend data for

cach year.
Find cut more HSA Status
about using this s, m Students wha have taken all 4 tests and met reguirement
page. n|| Subgroups
& Click on data
to view details. » Grade 12 98.9

» Grade 11 87.4

B Grade 10 735.7

HSA Participation and Status
All Students All

Subgroups
» Grade 11 View
» Grade 10 View

HSA Test Performance Status
M Pass Rate Status for all students

All Subgroups
English _Govt

Algebra__Biology
» Grade 12 81.5 53.8 78.4 68.5
» Grade 11 38.2 82.2 74.2 717

P Grade 10 84.9 78.5 717 74.8

HSA Test Participation and Status

All Students All Subgroups
Algebra Biology English Govt

» Grade 11 View View View View

B Grade 10 View View View View

Report card example—MD

Select
Subgroups
Race/Ethnicity:
[~ Am. Indian/
AK Native
" African
American
™ Asian/Pac.
Izlander
[ white
™ Hispanic

Gender:
C Male
[ Femals

Special
Services:

™ Special
Education
LEP

S04
FARMS
Title I
Migrant

Update
Clear All

o

'THE BosToN CONSULTING GROUP

Maryland School Assessment (MSA)

The Maryland School Assessment is an annual
assessment program that tests grades 3 through 8 in
reading and mathematics. Two tests are also required
at the high school level to measure reading and
mathematics. The MSA results are used in the
calculation of whether a school met the AYP target.
Science scores are represented for grades 5 and § and
the high schoal level but are not a part of AYP. The
performance results for MSA include both MSA and
MOD-MSA students for grades 3-8.

All Subgroups
e Science

» Algebra lliso.c

» English iil77.5

» Biology llizo.2

Alternate MSA (ALT-MSA)

The Alternate Maryland School Assessment is the
Maryland assessment in which students with the most
significant cognitive disabilities participate if through
the IEP process it has been determined they cannot
participate in the MSA/MOD-MSA even with
accommodations. The ALT-MSA assesses and reports
student mastery of individually selected indicators and
objectives from the reading and mathematics content
standards or appropriate access skills.

ALT-MSA Snapshot
Proficient + = Advanced all

Subgroups

Mat Scienc

ade 10 dhazs Mhezs e

College Readiness

Student performance on tests used by colleges to
determine student preparation for college success.

A

Adwanced Placement (Acrobat) View

SAT (Acrobat) View
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Maryland (2 of 2)

Draft — For discussion only

Graduation
Dorchester County

Graphing Key
Graduation Rate

The graduation rates below are calculated to meet
different needs. The formulas used to calculate each
graduation rate are included in the definition links. The
graduation rate that Maryland has previously reported

o - :
coo for AYP calculations is called the Leaver Rate. However,
RERR federal law now requires that Maryland use and

adjusted cohort graduation rate to determine AYP by
2011. The adjusted cohort graduation rate ensures
that all students who entered Sth grade together are
accounted for in the graduation rate at the end of four
years and at the end of five years.

% M Students I|\|| Subgroups

The colored bars
trend data for
each year.

Find out more
about using this
page.

# Click on data ® Leaver lMls1.74
to view details. -
» 5 Year Adjusted Cohort I?S 53
» 4 Year Adjusted Cohort “77 20
P 3 Year Adjusted Cohort view

Dropout Rate

%M Students nll Subgroups

> Grade 9-12 . 2.64

Promotion Rate

% W Students All Subgroups

Mos.o
Msz.:
Mizs.5
lse.q

¥ Grade 12
» Grade 11
¥ Grade 10

» Grade 9

Other Supporting Facts
|

Grade 12 Documented Decisicns View

High School Program Completion View

"AY Pl AlssessmenTs Sl GRADUATION Sl DEMOGRAPHICS

nbridge-South Dorchester High (1D:0713)

Report card example—MD

Dorchester County Cambridge-South Dorchester High (ID:0713)

"AY P2l AssessmenTs Sl GRADUATION |l DENMOGRAPHICS

Select
Enrollment Subgroups
MNumber of Students m\ Subgroups Race/Ethnicity:
[C Am. Indian/
» All 871 AK Native
[T African
American
Attendance Rate LI Asian/Fac,
Islander
T white

% ™ Students AH Subgroups
[ Hispanic

-
Demographics
Select
Subgroups
Race/Ethnicity:
[T Am. Indian/ .
AK Native Graphing Key
[T African
American £
[T Asian/Pac. 8
I=lander &
[T white ~® o
[T Hispanic coo
RRRR
Gender:
[~ Male The colored bars
[~ Female trend data for
each year.
Special
3 c Find cut meore
SIEN::esclia\ about using this
Education page
LI Lep A Click on data
[l 504 to view details.
C FERMS
[ Title 1
[© Migrant

Clear All

» High
Wos
- I Male
Student Mobility [~ Female
% ® Students All Subgroups .
Special
Services:
» High e 16.6 [~ Special
Education
Teacher Qualifications ,': ;E:
% Mwith State certification I FaRMS
I [ o
Standard Professional I” Migrant

Advanced Professional

Resident Teacher

... 0.0
Conditional Teacher n..10.0
%, m of classes NOT taught by:
Highl lified Teach
ighly Qualified Teachers 22.0

Other Supporting Facts
|

Students Receiving Special Services High

11325 ISBE reportcard Leadership Team Mtg 1 vSENT.pptx
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Draft — For discussion only

North Carolina

Report card example—NC

Asheboro High

William Kemper Fitch Ill, Principal
1221 S Park St

Asheboro. NC 27203 6711

(338) 825-6135

Grades 08-12
Regular School
Traditional Calendar

Asheboro City Schools

Asheboro High

HIGH STUDENT PERFORMANCE

Performance of Students in Each Course on the ABCs End-of-Course Tests

Paorcentage of Students” Scores At or Above Grade Level

SCHOOL PROFILE

School Size

The total number of students in this
school and the average number of
students in schools with similar grade
ranges atthe district and state lavels.

OUR SCHOOL ~ DISTRICT STATE

1,247 1,247 792

English | | Algebra || Algsbra Il | Geometry | Biology | Chemistry | Physical | Physics [Cvics 8] US
Science Econ. | History

Our
Sehodl B02% 56.0% 836% 80.3% 60.3% - 57.1% - T1.1%| 78.8%
District| £0.2% £8.8% 837% 80.5% 60.3% - 57.1% - T1.1% | 78.8%
woe | e Lo e Lo - el
N/ = Fewer the R
ow= Includes academic performance

by student subgroup

Performance of Each Student Group on the ABCs End-of-Course Tests

Parcentage of Passing Scores on the End-of-Course Tests Groupad by Gender, Ethnicity, and
COther Factors.

Mala | Famals | White | Biack | Hisparic | Amer. | Asin | Mu$- | ED. | NED | LEP | Migrare | Studenss
e | Pacific | Racal Sudares | win
ander Disabiiies

MAverage Course Size

Our
School [72.2% 72.0% P4.7%(46.8% 62.5% (86.7%|91.1% [70.5% |B2.7%(81.1% | 32.5% | NA 4%

The average umber of studerts emolled in

e e courses fisted a1 fhe ime of Lesting.

* Chemisiry and Piysics tests were eiminated
fram e ABCs efiective 2008 10,

OURSCHOOL DISTRICT STATE

#oftests
taken 1.182) 1,088 |1,120( 352 | &21 8 % B85 |1.0087( 1,153 | 253 NA 188

District [73.2%q 73.5% P5.6%(46.1% 82.3% (86.7%|91.8% [72.2% [F3.7%(82.2% | 208% | NA 4%

State [B0.1% 81 3% BA5%|67 0% 74.1% |71.7%(88.0% (83 3% [F09%|87 0% | 568% | 623% | 540%

English| 10 19 18 EL. = Eronomically Dissdvamaged NE 1. = Not Econamically Disadvaniaged LEP = Limited English Proficiency
pr— o o m N = Femwer then fre students
Algebra Il 23 23 20
Geometry 24 M4 20 School Attendance Our School 6%
Biology 23 - 18 The average percentage of students who District 96%
Chemisty . . - attand school daily. State 95%
Physcal Soence o 20 18
Physics o _ _ To learn more about faderal No Child Left Behind (NCLB) requirements, wisit
o Ttk
Ovics & Eaon. 39 22 12 For information about the ABCs of Public Education and Adequatsly Yaarly Prograss (AYP),
US History - - 1= visit hitpf) blicschools.org hility/

11325 ISBE reportcard Leadership Team Mtg 1 vSENT.pptx

Offers view of
school climate
via facts
regarding
school safety
and access to
technology

SAFE, ORDERLY AND
CARING SCHOOLS

School Safety

Tha numhber of acts of crime or
violence reported below includes &l
acts occuming in school, at a bus
stop, on a school bus, on schoal
grounds, or during off-campus,
school-sponsored actvities.

Cut of 1,247 students in our
school, there were a total of 12
act]s] of crime or violence.

T ie number of acts of crime or

Designates school based on student -

performance and growth

HIGH STUDENT PERFORMANCE, CONTINUED

School Peformance

Each year, schoolsin Morth Carolina may receive several designations based on their performance
on tha stata's ABCs tasts. Thesa designations ara awarded on the basis of the percantage of
students performing at grade level and on whether students have leamed as much as theyaras
expected to learn in one year. The designations earned by your school are displayed below,
followed by a brief description of each designation.

Our School's Designation(s): No Recognition

‘olence reported per 100 stud

OUR SCHOOL 1
DISTRICT 1
STATE 2

GROWTH: PERCENT OF SCHOOLS
DESIGNATION PERFORMANCE: LEAANING ACHIEVED WITH DESIGNATION
STUDENTS PERFORMING AT EAADE LEVEL | IN ONE YEAR
Wich |Expaded | Expeced
Growth | Geowth | GrowthNat [ DISTRICT STATE
Achieved
HONOR SCHOOL ‘Aleast T df students ot e bl ard i . [
OF EXCELLENCE radaadeuse ey pogess (7]
SCHOOL OF EXCELLENCE | At lesst30% of studsnts atgrads level 0% 3%
SCHODLOFDISTINCTION | At kearst80% of studentsatgrade level I5%
SCHOOL OF PROGRESS | At lesstB % of students atgrads lowal 283
NO RECOGNITION 50 10 100% of studsnts at grads levsl 18%
FRIDRITY SCHOOL 5010 60% of students a1 giads kevel, OA 0 o
Less than 50% of studerits at grads kenel
LOW PERFORMING Less than 50% of studants =t grade kel 0% 0%

Access toTechnology

Parcentage of classrooms
connected to the Internat

100.0% 100.0% 20.7%

Our  District State
School

Adequate Yearly Progress [AYP) Results
North Carolina has settarget goals that schools
must meet to make Adequate Yearly Progress

{AYP) underthe federal No Child Left Behind (NCLB)

Our school did not make adequate yearly
progress.
QOur school met 15 out of 21 AYP targets.

In &ny group where the percentage of students
&t & grade lovel iz grester then 95% or less
then 5%, the sctusl velues are not displayed
because of federal privacy regulations. In
these cases the results are shown as »35%

or <5% forthe group

QUALITY TEACHERS

s Nomper | Ry | CessesTewgmmg | Teachers Nemonsl | yepm of Tesching Experience | Tescner
of Damsroom | Ucensed | Mighty Ouaiified wih Baerd Tumaer

Keeping you informed
More information about your
school is available on the NG

School Report Cards website at:
hitp:/fwwwnerepotcardsorg

Tentnere® | Testher Teathers Azvenced Corpmies | 03 | 410 104 Rzt

Degrees | Teprherst | years | yows | yaars
Our School a3 0% 2% o 12 15% | 3% | 53% | 10%
Tistrict a3 82% 92% 8% 13 15% | 3% | §3% | 0%
St 54 8% 28% 26% a 19% | 28% | S4% 13%

* The total number of teachersin fis schoal and the avemge number of teadhers in schools with similar gada mnges at the distact
and siate level.
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Draft — For discussion only

Ohio

Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP)

Performance Index Score

Report card example — Ohio

Determining Your School's Rating

- e —— lsbased on t = f -Twﬂn.; r F*-w;m;m”
f'f Performance Index Score Calcul The Ferformance by mdieater - ¥ i |rﬁ\ ) the p )
Index Score reflects -_" —\
. . S s Measures of a Rigorous Curriculum for the Class of 2007
School's Assessment Results Over Time sminary Designation
Measure 2006-07 Graduates Data Source Excellent
All students in the school for a full academic year are included inth results. Gracunion Raw 707 % WS
Effective
Mean ACT Score 17 ACT Com., EMIS
‘ = Perosnt of Gradustes parfcipatingin the ACT 5% ACT Cop., EMIS ommous,
o Mdaon QAT Graea A74 College Board. EMIS
i “““| |_'_- [ |_|_- & College Boand, EMIS Academic Watch
a 0 EMIE \cadomic Emergency
. Federally Required School Information Pa— )
Belmont High School Gollegs Bosed, EMIS o met b your chl
2323 Mapleview Ave, Dayton, OH 454201815 - Grades 9-12 - Montgomery County : of e at Each Per ! :’"Gl . Emis sreliminary designation.
; e R M e nE‘m ek s =
2007-2008 School Year Report Card e —
~ mest: more than one
o iy, o 1) 4040 e gt S, (1) “HCE  EH - EFE B
NC pdi) 1L 629 - s e 400 209 233
Your School's Beose w0 s o ks omaomnoED owe  OREEEEAROS
: ity eyeterm, ls ealiated
Dea‘g“atlon samsoeciation aladminlders e ST wam. E
A N 264 - MNC 0 NS 121 180 143 - 141 201 200 19.6 165 progim il eschies igh school sk,
cademic BT M oo one mz ma ;s D pr i oamn ais sy | s will e 1o mpact on the
fateh e 42 C N EDOME R OSD W D RO o3 5 5 DTS
” T T ET AR A v 100l final designation wil
Ao @p D Mg th ne aas  m: s 1 s dis on s e
Your Dt St ] 250 - NCc Lo Ne 31 38 61 -  3@1 | w1 00 280 327 temes the final deelgnation.
2007-2008 2007-2008 Sekenee 15.6 - NC oo NS ) 23 63 - 3h2 134 (1] 23
Secldl Sudke 304 - MNC oo NG RnE k2 "z - 31 5 [0 35

The Behoal Report Card for the
2007-2008 schosl year shows
the progress schools have made
baged on four measures of
performance.

10. Rasding 42
1. Mamemaics = 02% 65 % e
T Grade Achievement The state requirement is
Block, Mgang White, Limitad Stutents
12. fleading - 455% 3% Pl [ — Esonamisaly [r—
The combination of the four 15, Mehomatics ‘ - ‘ 06% 855 % ‘ s labatiein | M D Deshmbgel g e
mieasures (s the basie for 14 Wriing = BD5 % 85.7% 43.2% NC NG 48%  371%  433% 60.5%  41%  256% MC
aselgring an Grade The state requirement is 75 -
to districte, bulldings and 5. feading = 512% 15.4% G ik calulto ldapod wha ha 4 o i 19 buchnis b oSt goR | b of Limted Enleh Profchnt Sudants N
community schools. 16. Matwmatics = 01% T28% | Exchuted $om Accountabiity Clcuistons. - J
The six designations are 17. Eckencs - /L% 622%
scellent with Distinction® 18, Soclel Sudkn - 188 93.5% Under the feclersl i :
o The wnte S N s R Rt Federally Required School Teacher Information
e 18, fleading BT % % 85.2% Act, states ars
0. Matemaics 493% 455% 7% ured to -
» Corttinuous Improvement 1 waikg e o 428 reqred boreport Percantage of taachers with a laast a Bachelor's Degree
» heademia Watch 2. Selerca RO 2% 728% schooks and teach- Porcantag of sachees with at least a Mastar's Degree 47
-.\:d:;;e Emergency 23, Socidl Sudies 452% 420% T84% ers. Deta )
= '] The state requirement is 85 percant . P e
it e e e are for reporti
| 24 feading T40% 783% 8195 rkdrbplpleill L oy s 57 33
OO | i) mert 2 test ndicator for grades: 25 Matemaics 683 % Ti4% BB.2% 26w b usad In e e n damic subjsctelementar a
B8 and 10, st least 753 of studaris . Witing 80% B38% 3% computation of the classas taght by properly cartfid teachars a13 95
77, Scimra 54 % 583 % 83.8%
Tostad must scows profcent or igher 2. Socid Sudies 24 % BTE% 86.5% state designation for tar | wgrrmny | Lovery
The state requiramant is 8 parcant il P fom acadenisc sub oy duses gty Bubdeg | Sced” | Sl
20 M Grades | @58% | e08% | a42% schools. tiachers with Emporary conctionsl or long-term substitinis cartificationfesnsurs. . 1 ?
2006-07 Graduakon Rate | mnurnlvhnulkwnium '
0. St T07% E28% 86.0% et e
On the Web: reportcard.ohlo.gov | anyreast aorsovathestots standerd s baicatea by adf b kvt ns Mt Gt
| Comitatrarsars ottt s ok e e 3 16t T gacken J
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sontinugus Improvement
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Draft — For discussion only Report card example—SC

South Carolina (1 of 2)

CARVERS BAY HIGH
SC Annual School Georgetoun
Grades: 912 Enroliment: 444 n "
geporl Card Brincinal: Righard Neal Approx. 9 page "Full Report
ummar U T . .
y Board Chair: Mr. Jim Duam !ncludes_more detailed :
Comprehensive delsd, indiuing defirdions of refings, perfommance criesn, and explansions of sishus, s avelable on wnk.o4.5c. 9o and wan.20c.36.000 information about academic
=3 wel 2= school and =chocl disbict wesites. Pnied vemions are sysiable from schood dstnct upan request.
YEAR | ABSOLUTE RATING | GROWTHRATING | PALMETTO GOLD AND SILVER AWARD | AYP STATUS | NGLB IMPROVEMENT STATUS performance
Genaral Performancs Closing the Gap
2010 Average Below Average TBD TBD Met NI-DELAY
2009 Average Below Average NiA& Gold Mot Met NI
| 2008 Average Below Average NiA& NA Mot Met NA
7 ABSOLUTE RATINGS OF HIGH SCHOOLS WITH STUDENTS LIKE QURS*
Offers ratlngS for absolute EXGELLENT GOOD AVERAGE BELOW AVERAGE AT-RISK
perform ance and g rOWth ‘ﬁiﬁsamam’a‘kﬂ'ﬂ“sﬂhe@ewmﬁfl. Sc-’:a: with Students Lice Smeﬂﬂ«'t_l"S#\‘xsn‘: with Poverly Indices of no more fhan ;eﬁoacrhwi‘v.ﬂ:fwiﬁss:hod. N
and Sna’pShOt Of peer SChOOI HIGH SCHOOL ASSESSMENT PROGRAM{HSAF) EXAM PASSAGE NAEP PERFORMANCE"

- . * Performance reported for SC and nation, data not avaiable at school level
High Schools with

‘Our High School Students Like Ours Percentages at NAEF Achievement Levels.
2009 2010 2009 2010 READING — GRADE 8 [2003)
Passed 2 subtests (%) 69.3% T2T% B2.1% 8.2% Soutn Caroling IIIIII 2
Passed 1 subtest (%) 1.8% 18% 18.4% 16.3%
asse o sbtess (%) : _ - S | |Naten 5 T N N B ) .
e B | B | me ] e o Bl oo P e e Reports performance graphically
scowtsst Dossc Dleonen Masarces
HSAP PASSAGE RATE (%) BY SPRING 2010 e — [u ] o [m] | | and by performance IeVeI (beIOW
our High School g Like DTS MATH — GRADE & [2003] . . . .
T T = basic, basic, proficient, advanced)

soucaromna  [EERSTR kS = W’

ON-TIME GRADUATION RATE Naton = £ == "

ur High Schoal High Schools with Students % Balow Easic | % Basic, Proficient, and Advanced
Like Ours MBsow Easc  [lBssc [ Fmfoent  Wadenced
Number of students 1. 2n
Number of Diplomas 88 139 SCIENCE - GRADE 8 (2005)
Rate %) BO.T% TO0%

soucaina  [ESIIT] 33 [ W
END OF COURSE TESTS - 2010 Mation =T = T = W

"“’“h‘“_’“‘* scofing 70 of Our High Schoal High Senoals with [ % DelowSasic | % Bask, Frofclent, and Advanced |

above on: Students Like Ours WBsbwEssc  [Bssk [ Fofoent  [adanced

Aigedra 1/Math for the

- £ 627

Technoioges 2

Engiish 1 520 58.7

Physical Science 435 433

U3 History and the Constitution 398 M6

Al Tests 550 482
SC PERFORMANCGE GOAL
2010 Goal:
Byzma,sc*s student achievement will be ranked in the fop harf

the states To achieve this goal, we must become
me of the mwm in the country.
2020 Vision:
B}'ma\ﬂm mmmmwmsuﬂs
pamupm m a democratic society am contribute positively as
of families and
Anbreviations Key
Moa Nt Appiztie WAV et Avitie NI MR TED Ta be getermined
HI Ny €31 Contn S Coractve Acton R S1a- s Resevtuse. R Sectucturs DELAY Sebee mprovement Sttus HOLD School Improvement Esshus
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Draft — For discussion only Report card example—SC

South Carolina (2 of 2)

CARVERS BAY HIGH [Georgetown]

SCHOOL PROFILE

HighSchooks | Medion
Ou School | Change fomLestYeer | wi Shidens | Hgo
LimOuz | Schodl
6% [Down fom 10.9% 354 %
22% Down from 4.7% 2% 52%
148% Up fom 1258% 5% 124%
B5% Down from 15.1% HI% 128%
155% a Cange 12% 91%
0% Down from 1.5% =S 1%
155% Up fom 7.0% BT% 131%
250% s 248% 502%
255% Down from 30.6% 8% 304%
4% Up fom 1.2% HES ERLY
155% Up fom 6.2% 245 2%
m Down from 325 30 224
techrical siils 95.2% fom 32.4% 2% TET%
[46.3% 60.4%
GE] TEE%
135% 6%
B82% BEE%
952% 958%
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Draft — For discussion only Report card example—Chicago (current)

Chicago (current version)

cPs
g Academic progress average 2008 2009 2010
At-a-glance Qverview Scorecard

Meet/Exceed PSAE State standards 29.8% O O
Scorecard .
School Performance Rating Students Exceeding PSAE State

standards
This school's performance rating is: This school's status is:
[ Excellent Standing (Level 1) [] Mot on Probation RIEEEDSET SR (L TEE & 20)
[ Good Standing (Level 2) @ OnProbation Student ine 20 or high i
@ Low Academic Standing (Level 3) [ Mot Applicable Sop e seanng Sy erniEher e e
This school's performance rating is based on the CPS Performance FPolicy. This
school earned 34.9% of the available points on the Performance FPolicy in the 2009- Students making expected gains
2010 school year, which places the school in Level 3. 37.7%  35.8%

Freshman On-Track to Graduate 69% @ @ ©

43.2% 80.8% 72.2%
School Performance Summary

Students Enrolled in Advanced T O O
Overall 2010 Performance Improvement Over Time Blacement Classes 5 o =
@ Below Average (O Aboutthe same as other CPS schools
Students Scoring 3+ on Advanced
Placement Exams 30.8% O O
School Performance Detail 5
9]
2
% of §tudents ) Student connection b
meeting or Improvement over time @
exceeding state 2010 Subject compared to other CP5 © ”
. ; Average Daily Attendance Rate 82.6% 2
Subject standards in 2010 Performance schools 55.4% 63T%  T27% 67
Reading 7.5% . Below Average . Below others _ o =
Math 1.7% . Below Average . Below others gif;izﬁ"iﬁg?zgieiﬁeagmmam n 56% @ @ <
eo.a%  23% 5]
Science 6.7% . Below Average . Above others =
Students Reporting Adequate or 53
Excellent Levels of School Safety e e e\2©3% o
O
) )
cps Sycaont Levei of Acadamic i @ £
. gor at 76% =
Student outcomes average 2008 2009 2010 School TOE% 0% 7
c
S
TR Students Reporting Adequate or O
Freshman Graduates within Five
c
Years (data reparted for 2008; 2009; 55.2% Coelente e S r rom W = B |5
2010) 35.3%  338%  41.3% 7]
]
Students Reporting Adequate or @ a
Graduates Enrolled in College (data Excellent Levels of Social - Emotional 1% =
AT 53.5 8. =
reported for Class of 2009) sa4% g_% Learning amang Peers s e 2
-
Graduates Mot Attending College who CPS 5'
are Employed (data reported for the 43.1% @ Parent engagement average 2008 2009 2010 g
Class of 2008) 34.1% o
Parents Reporting Satisfaction with the @ z
School & =
T7% =
=
One Year Dropout Rate 8.5% @ @ O I3
IE 7% 20.2% 10.1% Parents Reporting Satisfaction with O
Opportunity for Involvement at the 97%
Schaol 95.8%
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Draft — For discussion only Report card example—Chicago (prior)

Chicago (prior version)

Paul Robeson High School Data reflects 5-12 enroliment.
6835 South Normal Bivd. - Chicago, IL 60621 - [773) 535-3800 i mﬁ::g e
SCHOOL SCORECARD % Special Education: 23.8

Score | CPS Rank | Trends & Benchmarks

s 3 CPS rank
4 key categories contextualizes
[ &€ Lad 5 35 | |
and limited : i e T e performance
number of metrics Graduates Enrolled in College or Post-Secondary Edusation | g% | e | =
within each Employment Success - = -
{Under construction, available Fall 2006)
‘ ACADEMIC PROGRESS
Average ACT 147 ;gg llinois Average - 19.9 .
Students Making Expected Gains | g% | S | - 3-year history of
performance offers
62 Q
Mest/Exceed PSAE State Standards 8% e g mlg view of trends
Students Enrolled in Advanced Placement Classes | P | :;22 | -
Students Scoring 2+ on Advancad Flacement Exams 0% D;";? =
Freshman On-Track to Graduate ‘ 4% ‘ D:;gn B I ﬂ
2003 2004 2005
No £ £l

Made MCLE Adequate Yearly Progress

STUDENT CONNECTION

Awerage Days Absent per Student 452 o Bl -
Pariicipation in Extracurricular Activities. R i
{Under construction. available Fall 2006)

Safe and Respectful School Climate

{Under construction, available Fall 2006)

High Expectations and Support
{Under construction, available Fall 2006)

Some metrics under e % 7 =

construction e TR [

School Cleanliness
{Under construction. available Fall 2008)
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Dallas

Draft — For discussion only

Report card example—Dallas

SUNSET HIGH SCHOOL

SCORECARD 2008-2010

Ballas
Indepenten

D]ur\ﬂ

SLN: 018

2120 W. Jefferson Bivd | Dallas, TX 75208 | (872) 502-1500 | Fax (972) 502-1501 | hitp:iiwww.dallasisd.org/scarecards

Uses stars to

School
*Lm‘.diun

Board of Trustees
Eric Cowan, District 7

2009-2010 Principal
Anthony Tovar

Learning Community
West Secondary

Grade Levels
8-12

Accountability Rating
Academically Acceptable

Overview

Sunset High School is a comprehensive high school that
serves approximately 2,300 students in grades nine through
12. At Sunset High School, our mission is to enhance the
leaming climate by providing quality educafion for students.
Qualified and quality teachers challenge students
academically and serve their diverse neads. We continually
improve the performance scores of students as measured by
the state and the district. In addition. we confinue to increase
parental and community involvement in our school.

Sunset High School prides itseff an having the highest growth
rate in student learning among comprehensive high schaols
in the district, to the School Effects Indices
Report for 2007-2008. This past schoal year, we set our goals
even higher and, again, Sunset High School saw gains on
TAKS tests for Reading/English language arts, math, and
science, including an increase in the commended rate for all
-

Opening page highlights school
overview, enroliment and demographics,
feeder schools, awards, programs,
partnerships, extra-curriculars

Feeder schools

Student, Sehool and
Faculty awards

After-school | Before-
school programs

External partnerships
Limited English Proficient students 23%

Students eligible for freefreduced lunch 76%

Special education students 8% .
Hisparic ow[]

African American 1%

‘White 1%

Other 1%

EEmentary Schoas
L Hooe, Anson Jones, Louise Wolf Kahin, George
Peabady, Rosemont Primary, Rosemont, Winnetha

Midale Schools
W E. Greiner Exploratory Arls Academy, Ratil
Quintanilla Sr.

High SEhoois
NiA

More than $7 mlion in scholarships offered o students,
TAME Regents scholarships, The University of Texas.
Systems, RAE, recognized by The College Board for
having the most studenis passing AP Spanish exams in
the nation. Principal of the Year finalist. Community
Liaison of the Year, Parent Educator of the Year, District
5A 100-meter hurdles state champion

Tlmnn. athietics, Kick-Off Mentoring leram drill
m (jazz). Reconnect, folklorico, flags.
ey club, FCA, youth Bible study Young Life, Future
TEBH!IS. LULAC. Co-op. SES No Child Left Behind
student tutoring program, Educafion is Freedom
consulting services, academic care camps by subject

Communifies in Schools, LULAC. IlDllIall View
College, South Texas Dental, Rep. Rol Alonzo,
thaluhlnnzn. Walmart, CICI's. F‘Izza. Doming’s Pizza,

Pizza Patron, FAMSA, Irving Lea of Greater North

Women's Center, Lowes, Home Depot

Athletics, band. choir, theater, drama. ROTC. Bisonette
drill team, cheerleading, mock irial, dance, University
Interscholastic League academic compefitons, AcDee,

and debate team

SUNSET HIGH SCHOOL

[l

put schools into
i | quartiles for

11325 ISBE reportcard Leadership Team Mtg 1 vSENT.pptx

Disrict g
SCORECARD 2009-2010 - each metric
3-YEAR TREND 2010 HS RANK 3-YEAR TREND 2010 HS RANK
STUDENT ACHIEVEMENT
TAKS - Students who met Minimum Standard TAKS - Commended Performance
Reading / ELA B20% 4 BB6% A 834% 90% Yrdedsr | oo A 0% WO 10T7% 50% by geid
% Mathematics 570% 4 B55% A 707%  90%  Yeksrsy | e2% A 12e% W o104% S0% ey
Seience 620% 4 683% A 802% %0%  YokksT | 42% A 72% A 88% 50% W
Sacial Studies 01.0% p10% A D45%  90% deTrTr | 207% A 283% A 36T 50% b2 a*sid
Students who took an Advanced Placement (AP test™ 20% W 274% W 232%  S0% Rz s=ad
% Test takers scoring 3. 4. or 5 on at leastone AP test" 0% W O17T5% A 274% 50% k3 o gad
'g Average Score™ | Graduates who have taken either SAT or ACT"* 260% A 465% W o446%  T0%  WSreeY
SAT - E25
'i ACT= 15 Examinzes with college-ready SATIACT score™ 0% A 80% W 44% 50% kT
Gmduames enrolied in post-secondary education® /0% A 370% A 300% B et
Students completing at least one TEA advanced or dual enroliment course™ 00% W 127% 127% 35% b e etd
Percent of distriet's advanced sumiculum offerad 457% A S20% A S04% - ook
ON TRACK | GRADUATION
Students who graduate in four years® 550% A B31% A 639%  85%  Yedesoyy
Students prasent 3t least 00% of the time 750N W 73a% W 660N -
Freshmen on track for graduation s00% A T50% W T46% - Climate su rvey
STUDENT GROWTH ff d
Students who mads expected gains on TAKS Reading Teon W Teon = - responses oriere
Students who mace expected gains on TAKS Mathematcs B0% A 6aT% na - by parents and
School Effectivensss Index (SEI - aw score is 50 -
S erage ) 600 W 510 W 470 Students !
TEACHERS
Auerage teacher attendance rate 0% A B25% A 027% S <
Teachers retained from previous year eso% W o510% A BT2% - o 8]
LEARNING ENVIRONMENT =
Parents whe compiemsa survey = 613 out of 2374 = 26% agree Wot surs Disagree S
Parents are satisfied with the quality of education 70.3% 245% 5.3% 3
Farents befizve the school has 3 welcoming environment 2.9% 20.6% 10.5% I}
Parents are satisfied with the school facilities and cleaniness 3R.0% 37T% 234% o
& The school informs parents about their child's grades and leaming progress throughout the year T2.7% 197% 7.8% £
The school responds to concemns in a timely manner AT 45.8% 18.5% =]
%)
‘Suidents who complersd survey = 687 out of 2374 = 29% onan Somanmes Never c
Students feel safe when on campus 50.2% ain 8.1% 8
Students are given homework from ther teachers 20% 57.5% 10.5% c
Students fesl challenged with coursework 6% 56.0% 10:4% o
Students believe courses are relevant to their futurs §32% 01% 7.8% 8
E  Students ar= encouraged to use what they leam in everyday ife 422% 2B.8% 0% ﬁ
Students participate in sports or athleties 286% 30.8% 40.5% <
Students participate in arts, music, clubs. or student council 28 7% 25.0% 40.3% ';
a
—
3
Mote: Al data is based on the 03-10 school wheare Indicated bk Bottom 25% Top 25%
A TOELrEeans G3t3 It 1o OE.08 scﬁo#%: N Togt racant 0ata  Tom 07-08 senoal year T o Da:ras =0 | Yevededr cn‘opnalaﬁ 15D N
nia - Data not avalladie 1or Mat school year High Schooks: High Schools. @
-
<
=)
5
[}
o
]
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Denver

Draft — For discussion only

Report card example—Denver

School Perfeemance Framewark 2010 Stopiight Summary Soorecsed
Manual High Schoal
Region: Secondary High Sthools 1

Accradited On Waich

Exmed Pointc  Pocclée Poinbs % of Points Eamed

Indicator Cut-0fT Polnis:

B0R — 100% = Blue (Exceeds Standard)
S1% — T3 = Creen (Wests Standard)

345 — 50% = Yallow

[Aporoacting
(05 — 3% = Rag [Does Mok Mest Standard)

EPF Rating Cut-0ff Points

B0 — H00%. = B

(Cestinguished)
E1% — T9% = Green [Mests Expeciatons])

A0, — S = Yiedow

on

Mocredi=d On Watdch)
3&%, — 355 = Orange (Accrediied On Priory Watch)
0% — 33% = Red (crredied On Protesbion )

"ciaeied b e ol PRIl S0OCN. BT ol i b Ditoaior Eeare.

ooy

‘baned o Earesc’ Mooty and' mol % of Poinds Eerd.

11325 ISBE reportcard Leadership Team Mtg 1 vSENT.pptx
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Draft — For discussion only Report card example—Los Angeles

Los Angeles (1 of 2)

LOS ANGELES SENIOR HIGH
The Academic Performance index (AP is & score ohes each schoof based on student
test scoves. §00 s the fargat APY score; 1000 ks the maximum.
= » How many d duating in four years?
API Score 200200 623 S%%is™ A 59

p How many students are at this school? 2 980

e e —— LAUSD
2008-09 2009-10 Average
E 0- 2 - —

ca

P How are stud ving t o high school prmd 100% 41% 1%
kmmumm?@mmmmmwmm A B Lc
Caiifornia High School Exit Exam (CAHSEE). LAUSD [ Those still working toward a diploma in 2010-11
Haw many students are moving from 2008-08 2009-10 Average oth Those M‘;‘u"ﬁlmo
°"'m":u‘°'s D'°°' : "l"Rw'"";c"':" 3 .91 10 10th grade (65 credits)? a1% 52% 62% i
School ] 5 a 2
luable tool to help It .-10th to 11th grade (10 credits)? 58% 70% 71% P How are students preparing for college and career?
important information about your child's LAUSD Students el e GO0 W06 Below are three w'mmmmmm 'or':lxmu info 'za.momht
school and resources 10 help you support Graduating in Four Years passing the CAHSEE in the 10th grade? 50% 63% 64% of California (UC) or California State University (CSU), students must pass a specific
your child's learning. ' set of 15 college preparatory courses (known as A-G courses) and take coflege
Davaloped by p ity p P Are students meeting California standards in English s Loty S8 coxaoie R of s e . cxmes (1 JOUR GOIN il
and the District, the School Report Card can language arts and math? A
help you better understand the achool 100- mmmz-nnmdmwm their achievement of l Achieve a “C" or better in all A-G courses TALSD
community, R helps you ask questions sbout California Standards Test Mwnmwmvol!mmmmm-ﬂ\ ge eligibility improves with a higher 2006:00 10 A 4
how the school prepares Wurd\"d for colleoe godb for all students to score proficlent or advanced, the fop 2 parformances levels. I Grade MmAmgo'(Gm. y g 2009~ verag
e &?&: rack 10 graduste on = penmance e O OTNEE 200809 200910  Average Do ey (] 1% 5%
E Students on trackto A-G
time? €0-- English language arts 20% 24% 37% b mr “on  14%  26%
+ Has my child passed A-G courses Mty 8% 9% 1% ©) Take the ACT or SAT by 12th rade and achieve a minimal score
required for college? 40 » H h Academic G fover Time didtha schoal mak Colnmoﬂwblmmmn wim‘hinhotcollcmonmmoxamsoom
+ Does my child's echool have a positive on standardized tests? ‘Students who took the SAT or ACT 39% 40% 43%
Ieaming seniroimant? Ametnod inown as valuo-addod analysis ho(os us know how much students havo progressed ‘Students achieving atleast 1400 onthe SAT
The graduation rate in the District is 20-- wmmﬁmeMMﬁmjgmwmmm b or 19 on the ACT 25% 33% 41%
:No w.n.‘tu";f.".'&m";' ::c?.r:i o Sl i mmmmmm"ﬁmm‘". 3 Achieve a “C” or betterin A d Pl (AP)
Twm'mmngummﬂ“mg""e 0-- mv:#hawcv,m.h-mmwmmunchmna m?mmmnwmmumemrc or

pathway to success In echool and in life.

We are here 10 help you and your child in
every way we can. \We are working 1o develop
improved measures of your school's progress.
Wo wel your questions and
about your child's school an

Students taking at least one AP course 1%  12% 15%

Enrolled and passing with a “C" or better 81% 84% 86%
of unique AP

Nmnl:ar(sa ique mm 18 16 12

Additional career metrics wiltl be madle avaitable in future ywars.

A Sth gradars enrolled in
fall 2006

B. Those graduating in 2010
C. Those still working toward

FEEHA / a diploma in 2010-11
BROWN Admon C. Cortines
Principal Superintendent
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Draft — For discussion only

Los Angeles (2 of 2)

LEARNING

environment

» What is it like to be at this school?

In 2009-10, students, staff, and a random sample of parents were surveyed about
their experiences at this school. Here is what they told us...

* What we are learning takes a lot of thinking.
Adults at this school know my name.
My school is clean. | 44%
| feel safe on school grounds.

| feel welcome to participate at the school. I 80%
The schodt affers me S 59%
1 talk with the teacher about my child’s schoohvork. - 29%
My child is safe on school grounds. | | 64%
Staif:  Number (percent) responding: 142 (46%)
I get the help | need to communicate with parents. | | 71%
1am proud of this school. . 69%

My school is clean. | ] 54%
1feel safe on school grounds, g,

STUDENT
groups

P What percentage of students is scoring proficient or
o d student ?

sroup

ELA Math
Al students [ 24% W 5
African American Il 20% W 2
American Indian [N 28% 2
Asion IR 36% .
Filipino I 64% .
Latino I 22% 1 7%
Pacific Islander **% "% o s
W i {8
English learners § 3% 0 5% g E
Economicalty b
e 25% W 1%
P How are historically under-served students performing?
This section shows information about three major student groups (African 2

Americans, students in special education and English learners) who haw

Report card example—Los Angeles

For more information on the survey resulls, go to hip./reporcardsury susd nel. to meet performance targets in English language arts (ELA) and Math.
p What is the highest level of ed: i d PLAN to ":l"“’" Americans scoriog proficient or 2 10 E A R G E L]
Complee? e | e R s L more nvolve
NI 1 S o RS (S W T | o are thestudents atthisschoot? P e e
Vocational school 1% 4-yearcollege 36%  Unsure of plans 18% ke spaciat NG N = » Total number of students enrolled: 2,980 teachers and counselors, the school principal is someone every parent can talk to
e B £ 3 lled vwh ;tﬁt:::ml. also have a for
P What are other important things LAUSD English language arts 2% 4% Per o who are...
to know about this school? 2008-09 200910 Average African American 10%  Gited and talented ™% The principal of this school: ELENA BROWN
Math 0% 1% American Indian 0%  Students with disabilities 12% The school phone number: 323-900-2700
Shaicair % Mispioniloe] ob o s e 4% 4% 6% English Jeamers must achieve 3 goals fo be reclassified as fluant English hsian 0% Engiish oarnors 3z The parent canter phons number: 323-900-2700
Teachers at this school for at least 3 years 84% 82% 78% (RFEP): 1. Score proficient on the California English Language Developm Fiipno 2% Reclassiied fivent 4% www.lausd k12.ca.us/Los_Angeles HS/
(CELDT) 2. Show basic skilfs on the California Standards Test (CST) 3. B¢ Latino 77%  English profciont » Get more involved...
StaltHin 9 o 53% 59% Dyshe by paesing Englsfi couress i 8. 1C- or by Pacilc sinder 0% ;Eeon e Lk The LAUSD Parent Community Services Branch can help you get connected to a
Students with 96% or higher attendance” 47% 40%  53% English learners. white 1%  Studonisentering and leaing 3% variety of ignad to help you get
*96% atlendance is equal to 7 days absent 1 .scoring proficient on the CELDT* 25% 42% » What is AI:laqu-h Ye-: Prg:en (AYP) and LAUSD Parent Community Services Branch
Program Improvemen tus?
basic orabove in ELA 2 g (866) 669-7272
qu-dmlc courses taught by an NCLB highly 91%  95%  90% 2 -scoring v n 12%  25% A ar b Cil 8) tosts www.lausd.net/parent-services
3 ~passing English courses with *C" or better % 52% i clastilion P What you can do as a parent of an English learner...

different ethnic groups).
Did this school meet AYP requirements? No

“Data shown when school has at least 30 students classified as EL for 5 or my Ifyou have further questions regarding an English leamer, or woukd like information

how involved, contact the isition Branch.
How many requirements did the school meet? 10 R IOVl ol o e S 9
..out of a possible 18 L A soseso o B 1
Am:mnmmw:ﬂmmmnmnumuﬁ (2‘3) 241-5582
a row. When this www.lausd.net > offices » Language Acquisition Branch
Frane e
Mmmwymlmolyowmdlmnmw p What you can do as a parent of a student in special

education...
If you have further questions regarding a student in special education, or would like

What was the school’s PI status as of November 1, 2010? Year §

Copyright © 2011 by The Boston Consulting Group, Inc. All rights reserved.

> mm&ﬂmm#ﬂm information on how you can et involved, contact the Division of Spacial Education,
Students scoring proficient or advanced in Division of Special Ed
Magnet Cantor and/or SLC ELA Math (213) 241-6701
LA MATHISCI MAG % 2% http://sped.lausd.net
LASH-COLLEGE GATEWAY 20% ™
FASH-COMMMBYTRCH ™ » To access data on your student’s progress...
Contact your school to find out how to get access to the Integrated Student
Information System (ISIS) Famity Module. You may access the tool at..
http://family.lausd.net
5@ 60
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Draft — For discussion only Report card example — NYC

NYC (1 of 2)

Department of Progress Report HIGH SCHOOL
Education 2009-10
g
Smpca ‘What does thic grade mean? How did Hhis sohcol pertorm?
- PRINCIPAL RUTH LACEY
A Schoois on . 200510 5 745 ENFOLLMENT el
ther overall Frogress. Report score. Monetary '« This schooi did befer San 72% of all high SCHOOL TYPE HIGH SCHOOL
bonu schools cRywide. PEER INDEX, s

at high-scoring schools. Schocks that gt Ds and
F1, or 3C3 In 2 row are considersd for mone
Infensive: suppart or intervention.

s oo

School 1) e
- ey progress, (2] wchosl schook
Enwironment 9.3 outof 15 .1 B How sooms ranciste bo grades: A ) vt i i A ko s,
imcaby chdin wih e et fwends. Tha Priggess
laai Grectes Pl ressares fou anem
Student e o v veind st
Performance 137 outof 25 -1 c T gt e Lo pareri, acher ad wecorrdary M Suveys e
it grachs of A Ot e 10 e Peceaary concitions o bearming
Eerdence, suEderTic expecEiors, LM U,
Student gy e et sty s st
Prograss 485 out of 60 _] A Studenl Parformance
High Sohoni Tabis — Overall Gradss vabuaton & gl wchond s s i radere sl
Additional vabastes anum sl hvarcenert mard ecuton
Credit 30 {15 max) I e
oot puars 4 ey sem tve o bk g e atucleesa
Overall L0880 BN of Ngh whesis. [ —y
Score resoorco [N | A L N [P RR——
v aeocts ek el el o kg Higheraseed - o
s pus e Additional Information
e
Suaty D s’ pirrrod i s of i e
Fomview Joore
This schoof's most recent Quallty Review score bs-
Wiell Developed {2007-08) i i
et Closing the Achievement Gap Peer Schools
To see this schools Cualty Review report, please wisit
n B pear greur.
Schoois eam addtional credi hen their high-nesd students actieve exemplary ey schools an Siose Mew York Oty pubss schoois with 3 student population mast [ this
DURCDMES. In Figi 5Chool, Our wtmate ool s for al students 10 gracuate resdy for ook,
coliege. weignted
3 weigt mare TorHigh Scoons, mllll.:‘mg-;\!
olisgeready diiomas such =1 Regents and Asvanced Regants entered High Scnoc,
pefCeninge of special education students, 3) the peroeninge of seff-oontained special
- s, was) of igh school 2 o mare:
Iowess third 7S o higher on a Math & ge. Alower paer @ Migher need popuaton.
Regents. Tour-year
University wihout the need for remedial casses. The peer schoots for Eeacon High Bchool are:
3 Fn a oan DEN  Sohool Name
school's grade.
280E0% Troamsand Hasds High Schas DCH41 ! Fance Colags Campu Hgh Semes
Exsmpiary 1CeeS. Brers Wigh Scbesi o Selanes 00 Frass S Sene ol Arm e Seves
Credt  Cuinomes  Asddional Credi Cabegory URECE Savan e Tachne igh Bebeel Sacizng Verk Euy Cotags dessarsy
D0SET Qusssa Nigh Sehecl krihe Soarces of York Colls;  [OWMI0 Wlssmum High Soesl
"Wiedghiad 4-Year Dipioma Rate CrIWMES Bars Fign School Endy College CMTE WYE ischosl
- Engiish Language Leamers. AMAX Brockey Tachnical Hgs Schoa ATHESE  Madgar Dewn Colinge Prasacwiney School
ADHEDE Mg Sctoa of Amanican Studes wi Lebruet Coleg 13KE?T Banjamin Bannelar Acsdery
] T BETES J OTT ) Eaif-Conksined Students oo g svmne Aeadarmy
s ——— DOMEAT Uarkasan | st Seiuon 16gh Seas
- Stugents In e Lowes? Third CEysice 40096 Dant Mgt School Eaty Colege | OGM4O0 Prosusmicral Parkeming Arta High Soaoa
Lawest Third Gitywics oA Pk 14 i
I ——— 1THEA3 Sciarea, Tachasgy and Rassarcs Sany Cebage Hgh 028
- ‘Boored 75 or higher on the ELA Regents. K25 Adarmti Colegas Crmeer 2o DOW4IZ MY L. Lab Schooi for Colabomites Saudies
D041 Tiaance Racemvel agh Schest 200308 Vumg Wers Landunibg Bz, Aeer
- Seoned 75 or Righer on the Math Regents 300RE Bacawurur Schosl or Gictal Eucator e Traces,
” po— T M K ety Charr et BAMTIS Hartam Viimgs Acadamy Crarier Schect
ad DI e Expioratana bt Deiaccn, o
INEIE Lacw M. Gostemin g oot or e Gzmca  1Z047E THE CNEMA BONO0L
00600 Chmaca Gatweny  teakh Schncas Sezcncary 02 IHADE Wadwos g8 S
[V S ————
o Michael 7. Crancelor dosi L
adminisIaIoes, princpals and ng o Tre o biokd e NYC
o ng a hign ¥ NG ¥ you hawe:
any questons or comment mgress Report, pisase or Serned Us an emad at
DY_SOE SChonis. YT 0N,
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NYC (2 of 2)

Draft — For discussion only

Report card example — NYC

Uses summary survey
scores to rate school
environment

Student progress includes
view of 'lowest third'

ECHOOL Basson High School [EOMATH HIGH SCHOOL
Results by Category PRINGPAL RUTHLAGEY
HOW TO INTERPRET THIS CHART
A nchend El £ S N I hin mample, he schoo’s engagenent e m 00 Tha
ol achench - i TEN of the wary friom the lowesl angegerment ol ey schod
movemant Engagement 8.0} b the highest engagermant (0.0
T w TEON
1] T Baitw, the grean charts on the lefl compare he school o
I b paion rarge, - I peer goup. The bive chans on e ight compaie he
ahaded [ @ achool parioims o T ow and of the renge, the ber will nel Pt
b shacied. I @ school pedform in e midde of the enge, hall the ber - s i City scotes. Paer and Gty -
il b whacked. e cutoorrm of schools fom 200807, 200708 and 200600
H Your EY £ B i2n 1an] Number
School Environment A e e PP | s
Compriase 15% of the Overall Scors Scone  Your School Retative n: | Your hy Horlzon: ‘students
“This Year's Score: Sarvery Scores (10 points)
8.3 out of 16
B Acwdermic Expectalion TR
Commumcation o -
Engagasent Lt
Galuty et Fmoec S
Anendance | £ poists| san
Student Performance ([0S
Comprisss 25% of the Overall Score Your by Horfzon:
“This Year's Score: Four Ye
137 out of 26
C Crachoaton fate L ALY E_ 3
Wmghted Digoma fate - E_ 3
S Year
Crachoaton fate e Eil
Wmghted Digoma fate Taan Eil
Student Progress P e =
Comprises 60% of the Overall Scors Your by Hortzon:
“This Year's Score: Credt Accumulation
485 outt of 80
n HE ]
Parcan of Studets in Schools Lowesl W k-]
Third Esrning 10+ Crecits in 16l Year
Percentage of Siudents Eaming . F-
10+ Crmclin in 2ved Yaar
Peicentage of Students in Schoohs Losssl EE ™
Thirt Esrring 10+ Crecits in 2t Yaar
Percentage of Siudents Eaming i k-1l
10+ Crmclim in Sed Your
Lk B
= = = —
Erun 1w e s B
— ’
- - = =
Scana 1
- = = =
Unitee! Sdatem Hiulery o
ol History o
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Seattle

Draft — For discussion only

Report card example—Seattle

Displays data
using graphs and

2nd page highlights school mission,

also offers district * The Center School
average Vot smtoen ot

SEATTLE

performance ‘ R

www.centerschoolseattie.org

10th graders proficient
on the state reading test

10th graders proficient
on the state math test

10th graders proficient
on the state writing test

10th graders proficient
on the state science test

Students making gains
on the state reading test

Students making gains
on the state math test

School Report for 2009-2010 School Year
Updated 3/18/2011

Academic Growth & Student Qutcom
District 45

# Students: 290
:Teachers: 16 = Other Staff: 5
Average class size: 27
Average daily attendance: 90.0%
Student mobility: 16%

Students graduating in
4 years or fewer

Students graduating in
& years or fewer

Graduates prepared for
a4 year college

Gradustes enrolling in
higher education

within 1 year

Students tking college
admissions tests (SAT or ACT)

Percent of test-takers scoring
above average on college

English language learners
making significant gains on the
state reading test

Data not available

tests
Graduates taking a college-tevel
course during high school [AP or
18]

E3%  sa% 8% =% =% STH
First-time 9th graders eaming Percent of test-takers passing a g% TI% GEN
i : sufficient credit college-level test during high
Provides view on school (4P or [B}

. Repeat Sth graders eaming Students with advancad carser ) )
climate from both afcent redi e o
students and Student Climate & Engagement Family/Staff Climate & Engagement

R Students with fewer than 20 s Staff feeling positive about —

family/ staff abrencesper year e B oot s

| Students fesling positive about s s

school enviranment Staff fesling positive about -

aulture s
Students fesling positive about - - N =
instructionsl quality - I ramilies feeling positive about s 525
Accountability & School Performance family engagement . .

Seattie Public Schools Segmentation Level: Level 3
Federzl 1 Yearly Families that are satisfied with a2% 2%
= quality of school . .
Percent of Federal AVP criteria met: 100%

School Demographics Student Proficiency on State Tests

Data as of October 1, 2009 Reading

e Schaal District Aug School Distrct Avg

African American  11% fey American Indian 69% 1 9%
Chicaneflatine 3% f, African American  58% 57% =9 18% 12% w4
Asian B Chicangj/Latino 60% 15 24% 3 7
White 71% | Asian 74% 9 50% w3
Free/Reduced Lunch  16% [ White 9% 7 o0% 2 61% 3 6 8% 2
English Language Learners 0% o Fres/Reduced Lunch  90% 0% 9 22% 44
Special Education 12% [0 Eng Lang Learners 16% 22 B% %3
Advanced Leaming 0% Special Education a5% 5 9% 44

O T o Advanced Learning 100% - 99% -

= Famifes respanding to survey: 33%; Students responding to survey: £2%; Steff responding to survey: 53%

Statement

School
Goals

District
Mission

Statement

goals, description and plans to achieve
The Center Sch¢  goals, annual budget, and district

Oksana Britsova, Prircipal

School Report for 2009-20.  MISSION Statement

The Center School aims to empower and inspire all students to positively affect our world.

#To increase Sth grade students earning 6 credits in their 1st year to 95%, an increase from 88%in 2010. +To
increase the %2 of positive student responses to the survey prompt “My teachers make learing interesting
and challenging for me” to 60% from 51% in 2010.

*To increase the % of positive family responses to the survey prompts “Families feeling positive about family
engagement” to 95% from 85%: in 2010. *To increase the number of students with fewer than 10 absences to
50% from 38% in 2010. =At l=ast 60% of students enrolled in Algebra and Geometry will maet state math
standards, an increase from 53%in 2010.

The Center Schoal goals for the 2010-2011 school year include supporting students te earn encugh credits
each semester to enter 1o the next grade. The Center School staff meet throughout the year as a team to
look at student work to serve our students better within each classroom and make the learning rigorous and
relevant to the students. Teachers work on students’ high passing rate on state tests by increasing student
success in leaming standards in Algebra and Geometry. The staff also hear from both parents and students to
receive helpful ideas. Itis the Center School belief that by listening well to our students and examining their
successes and challenges, we can continually improve cur community feeling positive about family
engagement. We will continue to provide opportunities for students to increase their sense of rasponsibility
both persenally and academically by promoting daily attendance.

Invitation to Participate

Percent of School Funding Total Schaal
special &d Budgat: Cne of the goals of having School
15% Reports is to support our families as
$1.776,243 critical partners with us in your
Per-Student .smdms CEETIESE success: Tuge:.
. involved, please share this information
Grant & Basic & Funding: with your friends and neighbors, visit
Other —————— Voo Ed $5,981 your child's schoal, or consider talking
0% 5% ild’s teacher or principal
All financial ng the school's Building
femem Leadership Team or Parent Teacher
the 2010-11 Student Association to shape your
recommanded school's improvement plan.
budgat.

Enabling all students to achieve to their potential through guality instructional programs and a shared
commitment to continuous improvement.
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